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ABSTRACT 

A national survey of instructional television (ITV) 
servxce was conducted by questionnaire in May, 1972. Some 1-331 itv 
locations were surveyed and 356 responded (26.7X) . The survey sought 
to answer a variety of questions pertaining to the overall status of 
ITV in the U.S. so that national policy makers could get some idea of 
the national programing practices. Five areas were investigated: 1) 
administrative and operational environment; 2) production; 3) 
classroom use; 4) program assessment and evaluation; 5) content 
design, accountability and performance. The survey broke down the 
responses to reveal data on broadcasters, schools, universities, 
fixed service faciUties, and cable television. No statistical 
analysis is presented, only raw percentages. (MC) 
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Great Plains National conducted this survey to develop a composlle profile of 
the nature of Instructional television service across the United States. Our survey 
complements the quantitative research that now exists with more substantJve qualita- 
tive data about the nature of what Is being done during the hours, with the facilities 
and for the learners that other surveys have counted. 

Decisions about ITV made on the national level often had only scattered informa- 
tion about the conditions and practices on the local level. From this profile, national 
organizations and agencies serving Instructional television can get a better picture 
of what actuany exists In the real world. ^ 

But. these results can also be used to benefit the local ITV practitioner. By 
describing current programming practices nationally, there can be a more realistic 
base to compare Individual local efforts to what others are doing In slmlllar facilities 
The results of this survey can also be used as criteria to measure the progress being 
made In reachmg the potential of each local ITV operation. 

The survey Instrument was long. 

However, In the time it took to complete the survey, respondents have provided 
Important data on the design, production, use and evaluation practices of ITV services 
across the nation. * 

Paul H, Schupbach 
Director 
Great Plains National 
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This October, 1972 report on "Instructional Television Service In the United States" 
is a first time effort but one that will likely be repeated in succeeding years because 
of the significance of the data collected. Although the Information was gathered 
through a questionnaire, each Item had many alternatives, thus providing more In- 
depth reporting than In the typical survey' form. 

The response to the questionnaire was acceptable considering the length and 
complexity of the form and the time of year In which it was conducted. Because 
the survey form Itself provided for specific responses, It would appear that rather 
uniform and objective responses were obtained from the various respondents. 

Adminlstratlvt and Operational Environment 

In an economic situation where many budgets have been pruned back In the 
last several years, It was Interesting to find that In the area of Instructional television 
the financial and classroom support had actually Increased over the past three years. 
It Is also Interesting to note that some growth Is anticipated over the next three years. 

The professional growth opportunities are probably greater than the data Indicate 
because most such units will subscribe to a number of professional journals which 
are routed to respective staff members. There arc, no doubt, occasional trips to 
attend national meetings even though such attendance might not be done on a 
• regular basis. 

Production 

In the program planning, committees or television teachers are given primary 
responsibility to prepare programs for production. Very few of the respondents 
distinguish between content and production people and most of the operations allow 
these Individuals to work together from the Inception of the concept on throunh 
to the classroom use of the program. The significance of content is reflec'ted In the 
responses since little or no attention seems to be given to the feelings of students 
about the programs. 

Clusroom Use 

Consistent with the point made above Is that ITV tends to be supplementary 
with the programs used at the classroom level at the discretion of the teacher rather 
than as required usage. Nearly all provide for utilization workshops in ITV, generally 
conducted by ITV staff specialists. 

So far as supplementary material Is concerned, teachers' guides are the most 
frequently used material. There Is very little use made of non-print media (such as 
overhead transparencies, slides, etc.). Many of the locations do distribute. annual 
broadcasts schedules and refer to them as supplemental material to reinforce the 
television broadcast. ( 



Evaluation 



There is a limited amount of program assessment or evaluation being conducted. 
When it does take place it is primarily in regard to the contribution of programs to 
classroom Instructional situations as measured by such indices as frequency of use 
and popularity of teachers. The primary basis upon which evaluation Is made Is the 
content appropriateness and not student performance. There is a limited amount of- 
validation of materials and most of the programs are not pre-tested and modified on 
the basis of such feedback before dissemination. 



Design 

In spite of all the discussion about making ITV an essential and Integral part of 
Instruction, the survey indicates that ITV is still looked upon as enrichment in most 
cases. The fears of the 1950's, reflected in the concern about direct teaching and 
replacing the classroom te^^oher, still seem to be evident in the current practices. 
In spite of the fact that ITV is looked upon as being enrichment, there Is. on the 
other hand, a great deal of concern that ITV should not entertain or amuse. 

It Is Interesting that in a day when there is considerable concern about com- 
munity involvement, there appears to be limited general public influence In making 
programming decisions. Most of the decisions about the courses and approaches to 
be followed are made on the basis of the survey of classroom teachers and their 
desire for materials. This alsn suggests that a minimum amount of attention Is belna 
given to student needs. ^ 

In general, there still seems to be more attention given to the cognitive -area 
rather than the affective area. This is reflected in the ranking of content appropriate- 
ness as one of the most Important things^to look for in a course. 

With all the emphasis upon design, accountability and performance. It is Inter- 
esting to note that very few places have full-time research people on the staff. This 
is in contrast to the almost universal reporting of ITV utilization Individuals. There 
Is no question but what utilization Is Important but unless the programs produce 
the kind of learning which they are designed to produce, ITV will continue to en- 
counter problems. 



Conclution 



The points made above and others are contained in the full report which follows 
Anyone .interested in Instructional television will find these data Interesting and 
worthy of study In considerable detail. 



Wesley a Meierhenry 
Professor of Education 
Unlverjslty of Nebraska-Lincoln 
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Great Plains National Instructional Television Library conducted a national survey of 
the instructional television service provided across the United States. This is a reDort of 
the findings of that survey. 



WHO WAS SURVEYED? 

During May, 1972. Great Plains National sent survey forms to a total of 1,681 
locations in the United States and Canada. Ali locations that are or were thought 
to be engaged in ITV programming were surveyed. As a result cf articles in several 
of the professional publications, requests w^re received from an additional 16 loca- 
tions in time to be included In ttie survey; A total number of 1.697 survey forms 
were sent out. Since the responses were tabulated, additional requesU were received* 
but these are not included In this repoll. 

Those types of ITV facilities surveyed included: 
Open circuit broadcast stations . 
Open circuit, interconnected networlcs of stations 
Elementary-Secondary School closed circuit facilities 

Serving both single buildings and multiple building systems 
Higher Education closed circuit facilities 

Serving both slngie departments and campus systems 
Instructional Television Fixed Service Facilities 
Schools or agencies providing programs for CATV systems 
Programming agencies using someone else's production facilities 
State Departments of Education and State ITV Authorities 
Special regional or allied agencies in ITV programming. 



WHO RESPONDED TO THE SURVEY? 

Of the total 1.697 forms sent out, 1.412 (or 83.2 percent) were surveys of valid 
locatioris in the United States. 226 surveys were sent to agencies not associated 
with ITV programming or were duplicate forms sent to the same agency. 59 locations 
" *u"f.^u^®I? surveyed but were tabulated separately from the locations surveyed 
In the United States. 

Of tlie 1,412 valid locations surveyed^ 30.9 percent or 437 responded to the 
survey. Of these. 62 reported providing no ITV service and thus^the survey d»d not 
Epply to their operation. 19 survey instruments were returned with responses too 
incomplete to be tabulated. 

Thus, of the adjusted total of 1.331 valid locations surveyed In the United States ^ 
complete responses were received from 356 locations for a 26.7 percent usable 
return. Of the 59 surveys made In Canada, responses were received from 12 repre- 
senting a 20.3 percent return from those locations. 



HOW WERE THE RESPONSES TO THE SURVEY TABULATED? 



Tlw f^tpOMM to Hit tUfVty IMft MUh 

lyM^ by conducting an Hem amlytlo el 
tho mponcot to each question. Tlio total 
foiponoat front aN tlioaa fctumtlng tlio 
turvty wofo tabulated to Indkato tha to* 
tponaoa from each typa of ITV fadllty au^ 
vayad and from oach of tan gaograptd c 
art at In tha United Stafee and Canada, 
WlMfo rrv fadtitiee provided eeivtoa to 
different types of operalione (such aa an 
ITFS (aeHi^ ttiat alto produced programe 
for a community v^ATV ayttem)* tlie re- 
sponeea were tal>viated and repotted In 
botli cateQorlee* 



Bro&dcast stations, open circuit networks, programming agencies for broadcut 
operations and state ITV authorities and departments of education that were 
surveyed were included together as ITV programn^ing agencies for Broadcast 
operations In tabulating and * reporting the results of the survey. Of the 172 
valid surveys made of operations In this category, responses were received from 
105, or 61.0 percent. Of these, 97 reported they did provide an ITV service or the 
survey form was complete enough to use to tabulate- the results. 

Distribution of Locations Surveyed 
BROADCAST OPERATIONS 
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Closed circuit facilities on the elementary and secondary levels In public and 
non-public schools, serving both single buildings, multiple buildings or system-wide 
closed circuit systems were included together as School COTV facilities in tabulating 
and reporting the results of the survey. Of the locations surveyed In this category, 
37.4 percent were known to have television video tape equipment to serv^ a t^r^gle 
school building unit. The 96 responses received from School CCTV facilities repre- 
sented 20.6 percent of the ::67 valid locations surveyed. Of these, 74 reported they 
did provide an ITV service or the form returned was complete enough to use to 
tabulate the results. 

Distribution of Locations Surveyed 
SCHOOL CCTV FACILITIES 



Northtut 


Mi<^Atlantlc 




Great 

Plaint 


Rocky 
Mountain 


WttI 


Nofthwati 


South 


SouthwttI 


invalid 
Locations 


Tout 


64 


97 


150 


21 


19 


52 


28 


67 


12 


(43) 


467 


34.4% 


23.4% 


25.3% 


9.5% 


25.8% 


2.9% 


27.9% 


3.0% 


25.0% 




20.6% 



Total Surveyed Within Each Geographic Region 

Percent Responding 



lERiC, 



C!oi«d circuit faclHtkt serving Indivioual departmtnU and c«mput*wid« com- ' 
plexds at institutions of K.flher education were included together as University CCTV 
facilities in tabulating and reporting the results of the survey. Of the locations sur- 
veyed in this category. 45.4 percent were known to heve tetevisloa video tape 
equipmant to serve a single department within a unhrerslty. The 199 responses re- 
ceived from University CCTV facilities represented 27.4 prcent of the total 72$ valid 
locations surveyed. Of the^. 152 reported they did provide an ITV service or the 
form returned was complete enough to use to tabulate the results. 



Distributl'in of Locations Surveyed 
UMIVEKSITY CCPf FACILITIES 
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A total of 47 valid locations of Instructional Television Rxed Service ooeratlons 
were surveyed. Of these* responses were received from 43 representing a 91.5 
percent return. Alt responses from ITFS facilities were complete enough to be used 
to tabulate the results. 



Distribution of Locations. Surveyed 
ITFS Of>ERATIONS 
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Only twenty locations were surveyed where schools or programming agencies 
were primarily engaged in providing programs for use on Community Antenna Tele- 
V slon Systems (CATV). Ten r^Mtponded to the survey. However, because this sample 
size was so small, a great deal of caution is urged In reading any percenUgo of 
responses from CATV systems in this report. ^ 



Distributior of Locations Surveyed 
ITV SERVICE TO CATV SYSTEMS 
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WHERE WERE THE OPERATIONS SURVEYED LOCATED? 



Distribution of ITV Facilities 
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10.9 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located In the Northrist geographic 
region of the United States. The 66 responses received from this region represented 
42.9 percent of the 154 ITV operations surveyed. All the responses from the Northeast 
region were complete enough to be used to tabulate the results of the survey. 



Distribution of ITV Facilities 
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17.4 percent of all ITV facilities; surveyed were located in the MId-AtlantIc 
geogrephic region of the United States. The 52 responses received from this region 
represented 21.2 percent of the 245 ITV operations surveyed. 38 of these responses 
reported providing an ITV service or were complete enough to use to compile the 
survey results. 
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27.1 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located In the Midwest region of 
the United States. The 123 responses received from this region represented 32 1 
percent of the 383 ITV operations surveyed. 100 of these reported providing an 
ITV service or. were complete enough to use to tabulate the survey results. 
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42 percent oi all :TV facilities surveyed were located In the Great Rains geo- 
graphic region of the United States. The 19 responses received from this region 
represented 31.7 percent of the 60 ITV operations surveyed. 14 of these responses 
reported providing an ITV service or were complete enough to use to tabulate the 
survey results. 




Distribution of ITV Facilities 
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Oistrtbutton of tTV Factltttes 
ROCKY MOUNTAIN REGION 
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3.0 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located In the Rocky Mountain 
region of the United States. The 15 responses received from this region represented 
34.9 percent of the 43 ITV operations surveyed. All- were usable In tabulating the 
results of the survey. 
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Otstributton of ITV Facilities 
WEST REGION 

showing 

Representativeness of Survey Responses 



BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


1 

CATV i 


9.02 


9.7X 


9.42 


16.32 


3.22 




1.41 




1$.2% 


0 



Percent of Facility Type Utthtn Region 

Percent of Type of Facility Responding 



10.4 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were tocatcd in the Western part of 
the United States. (For this survey. ITV operations In Hawaii were Included In the 
Western region.) The 36 responses received from this area representad 24.5 percent 
of the 147 ITV operations surveyed. Of these responses. 24 reported providing an 
ITV service or were complete enough to use to tabulate the survey results. 
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4.8 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located \n the Northwest geographic 
region of the United States. (For this survey. ITV operations in Alaska were Included 
in the Northwest region.) Within this area, the 26 responses received represented 38 2 
percent of the 68 ITV operations surveyed. Of these, all but one were used to compile 
the survey results. 




Distribution of ITV FaciUties 
NORTHWEST REGION 

showing 

Representativeness of Survey Responses 



6DCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


1 

ITFS 1 CATV 


8.0% 


7.9% 


3.9% 


2.0% 


6.5% 


21, S% 


6,8% 


5,9% 


2.3% 


10. oz 



f^ercent of Facility Type Within Region 

Percent of Type of Faeility Responding 



17.1 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located in the South geographic 
region of the United States. The 60 responses received from this region represented 
24.8 percent of the 242 ITV operations surveyed. 52 of these response reported 
providing an ITV service or were complete enough to use to tabulate the results of 
the survey. 



Distribution of ITV Facilities 
SOUTH REGION 



showing 

Representativeness of Survey Responses 



BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


22.9% 


12.5% 


19.6% 


12.2% 


15.6% 


18,6% 


2.7% 


18,4% 


11,6% 


10,0% 



Percent of Facility Type Within Region 

Percent of Type of Facility Responding 
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5.0 percent of all ITV facilities surveyed were located in the Southwest geographic 
region of the United States. The 26 responses received from this region represented 
37.1 percent of the 70 ITV operations surveyed. Of these 26 responses, 22 reported 
providing an ITV service or were complete enough to use to tabulate the results of the 
survey. 



Distribution of ITV Facilities 
SOUTHWEST REGION 

showing 

Representativeness of Survey Responses 



BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


7.5% 


3.4% 


5.1% 


I0.2X 


3.2X 


10,1% 


4A% 


Z,Z% 




10,0% 



Percent of Facility Type Within Region 
Vevcent of Type of Facility Responding 
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The AdsnMsfPSfies sad OpspsfiqasI EauiPoamat Top ITV 



The national profile of ITV programming practices required first a survey of some ot 
the administrative and -operational conditions that exist in conducting an ITV service in all 
types of facilities. Information was sought in the survey to establish within what framework 
programs for an ITV service are designed, produced, used and evaluated. 



WHAT ARE THE PATTERNS OF FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR THE ITV SERVICE? 



Those surveyed were asked to report on the pattern of financial support for their 
ITV operation over the past three years. The dominant response from all facilities 
except BroadCEst operations was that about the same amount Is budgeted now as 
three years ago. From those responding for Broadcast operations, 29.7 percent 
reported slightly more was budgeted now for ITV than three years ago. From the 
respondents of this same group, an additional 27.5 percent reported a substantial 
Increase In their budgets now than they had three years ago. 



What hts betn the pattern of financiel support for your 
ITV service over the patt three years? 


TOTAL 


BDCST- 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


' CATV 


336 


91 


68 


144 


42 


9 


□ Drastic reductlo" In the amount budgeted for ITV 


17. 6X 


12.1% 


19.1% 


20. IX 


16.7% 


11. IX 


□ Slightly less budgeted now for ITV than 3 years ago 


13. IX 


11. OX 


16. 2X 


9.7X" 


21. 4X 


0 


□ About the salne amount budgeted now as was bud* 
gated 3 years ago 


25. 6X 


19. 8X 


30.9X 


zi.ii 


23.8X 


22. 2X 


□ Slightly more budga'ed now for ITV than 3 years ago 


Z9.l% 


29.7X, 


19. IX 


25.0% 


19. OX 


33.3X 


□ Substantially more budgeted now for ITV than 3 
years ago. 


19. 6X 


27. 5X 


14. 7X 


18. IX 


19. OX 


33,3X 



The survey sought informatfon tbout 
what has been and what will be the pattern 
of financial support for the ITV tervict. 



Those surveyed were then asked what they would project the pattern of financial 
support for their ITV service would be In the next three years. The dominant response 
from ali types of ITV facilities reporting was that slightly more will be budgeted for 
iTV in the next three years. 



What do you protect the pattern of financial aupport for 
your ITV •enHca will b« in the next three years? 



TOTAL 



339 



BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


90 


69 


147 


43 


10 



□ Drastic reduction of present amount will then be 
budgeted for ITV 


8.3X 


8.9X 


8.7X 


8.8X 


2.3X 


0 


□ Slightly less will be budgeted for ITV in 3 yeara 


11. 8X 


. 4.4X 


17.4X 


10. 9X 


20. 9X 


10. OX 


□ About the same amount will be budgeted in 3 years 
as is budgeted now 


29. 2X 


31. IX 


30.4X 


27.9X 


23. 3X 


10. ox 


□ Slightly more wilt be budgeted in 3 years than |$ now 


36.0X 


36.7X 


34.8% 


37.4X 


39.5X 


70.0X 


□ Substantlslly more will be budgeted in 3 yeara for 
ITV than h now 


14 .7X 


18. 9X 


8,7X 


15.0X 


14. OX 


10. OX 



* In comparing the patterns of actual financial support reported for the past three 
years with what ITV practitioners project will be the pattern over the next three 
years the trend appears to be optimistic. Universally, from all types of ITV operations, 
those surveyed reported an anticipated Increase in their budgets during the next 
three years. While of the total of all facilities responding, 17.6 percent Indicated a 
drastic reduction In the amount they now have budgeted over what they had three 
years ago, 8.3 percent project a drastic reduction In the next three years. 
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WHAT ARE THE PATTERNS OF ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT FOR THE ITV SERVICE? 



The survey sought information about Those surveyed were asl<ed to report on the pattern of administrative support 

what has been and what will be the pattern in the schools over the past three years. Well over a third of all those responding 
of administrative support for the ITV ser- Indicated- there were much more favorable administrative attitudes toward ITV now 

than there were three years ago. Of the- total responding, 4.1 percent indicated In- 
difference in the school administrative support or that forces are now actively 
worlcing against ITV's continued use. * 



What do you think has batn tht pattern of admintatrativ* 
support tn'tha schools (or your ITV sarvica ovar tha paat 
three years? 


TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


344' 


93 


70 


146 


43 


10 


□ Much mora (avorabte admlnistrattva attitudes now 


36.5X 


34.4% 


40.0% 


34.9% 


44.2% 


50.0% 


□ More toterant now ol iWa use 


24.9X 


35.5% 


17.1% 


21.9% 


23.3% 


20.0% 


□ Attitudes towerd ITV now at>out the same es 3 yeara 
ago 


29.2% 


21.5% 


32.9% 


33.6% 


2b. 6% 


30.0% 


□ Increasing apathy toward ITV's use 


5.3X 


4.3% 


7.1% 




7.0% 


0 


□ Complete Indirterence about rrV's use 


1.8% 


2.2% 


2.9% 


1.4% 


0 


0 


□ Forces ectlvely working against ITV's continued use 


2.3% 


2.2% 


0 


4.1%^ 


0 


0 



Those surveyed were then eslced what they thought the pattern of administrative 
support in the schools will be in the next three years. Again, well over a third 
indicated U at there will be a much more favorable attitude than there Is now. 



Whet do you think the pattern of edmlnlstretlve support 
In the schools lor your ITV service wlit be !n the next 
three years? 



TOTAL 


8DCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


339 


91 


69 


147 


42 


10 



□ There wilt be a much more (evoreble atiilude then 
than now 


38.6% 


36.3% 


47.8% 


34.9% 


40.5% 


60.0% 


□ Will be more toierent then of itv's use 


22.1% 


25.3% 


1.8.8% 


21.9% 


14.3% 


20.0% 


□ Attitudes toward ITV will be about the same then 
es now 


33.9% 


33.0% 


31.9% 


33.3% 


38.1% 


20.0% 


□ There will be Irtcreasing apathy toward ITV's use 


2.1% 


1.1% 


0 


3.4% 


2.4% 


0 


□ There will be complete indifference then towerd 
ITV's use 


1.5% 


2.2% 


1.4% 


1.4% 


0 


0 


□ Theri) will be forces ectlvely working against ITV's 
continued use 


1.8% 


2.2% 


0 


1.4% 


4.8% 


0 



In comparing the patterns of actual support reported for the past three years 
with what Is projected for the next three years, attitudes toward ITV in the schools 
should be much more favorable. Where, from the total of all types of facilities 
responding, 9.4 percent indicated some degree of decline in the administrative support 
In the schools over the past three years, 5.4 percent project a decline In the next 
three years. 
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WHAT ARE THE PATTERNS OF CLASSROOM SUPPORT FOR THE ITV SERVICE? 



The dominant response from all ITV facilities cornblned was that there was some 
Increase In the number of programs now used in the classrooms compared to three 
years ago. Decreases in the number of programs now used was reported by 8.5 
percent of the total and those responding for University CCTV facilities accounted 
for over sixty percent of that number. 



The survey sought information about 
what has been and what will be the pattam 
of classroom use of ITV strvict. 



What has been the pattern of ctassroom use of your ITV 
service over the past three years? 


TOTAt... 


60CST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


341 


90 


70 


148. 


43 


10 


Q Dramatic increase In number of programs used 


29.015 


24.4% 


27.1% 


30.4%, 


37.2% 


30.0% 


Q Some increase in number of programs used 


35. 8X 


38.9% 


32.9% 


33.1% 


39.5% 


?o.o% 


□ More increases than decreases in programs used 


13.8% 


18.9% 


21.4% 


10.8% 


7.0% 


40.0% 


D Number of programs used Is about the same 


12.9% 


12.2% 


14.3% 


14.2% 


4.7% 


■ 0 


□ More decreases than increases In programs used 


5.0% 


2.2% 


1.4% 


7.4% 


9.3% 


10.0% 


□ Noticeable decrease In number of programs used 


2.3% 


2.2% 


2.9% 


2.0% 


2.3% 


0 


□ Extensive decrease In number of program* used 


1.2% 


1.1% 


0 


2.0% 


0 


0 



Those surveyed were then asked what they thought the pattern of classroom 
use of their ITV service will be In the next three yars. The dominant pattern was rep- 
resented by the 43.3 percent of all those responding who Indicated there will be 
some Increase In the number^ of programs used In the classroom three years from 
now. 



What do you thInK the pattern of classroom use of your 
ITV service will be in the next three years? 



Q Dramatic Increase In number of programs used 



Q Some increase In number of programs uttd 



□ More increases than decrease* In prograitit used 



□ Number of programs used will be tbout th« Mine 



□ More decreases than increases In programs used 



□ Noticeable decrease in number of programs used 



Q Extensive decrease In number of programs ueed 



TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


344 


92 


71 


149 


42 


10 


27.6% 


19.6% 


26.8% 


33.6% 


28.6% 


40.0% 


43.3% 


43.S% 


50.7X 


39.6% 


38. U 


20.0% 


14.8% 


14.1% 


14.1% 


15.4% 


21.4% 


40.0% 


11.0% 


19.6% 


7.0% 


7.4% 


9.5% 


0 


0.9% 


1.1% 


0 


0.7% 


2.4% 


0 


1.2% 


1.1% 


0 


2.0% 


0 


0 


1.2% 


M% 


1.4% 


1.3% 


0 


0 



In comparing the patterns of classroom use over the past three years with the 
projected use over the next three years, there was some variance noted In the 
responses from different types of ITV facilities. While the overall average showed 
slightly less optimism than W£s seen In Interpreting the data for the financial and 
administrative support, the respondents generally anticipated growth In the number 
of programs that will be used. The overall rate of Increase, however, was less than 
for other aspects of ITV support. 3.3 percent of all facilities responding anticipated 
actual decreases In the number of programs used In the next three years as compared 
to the 8.5 percent who reported decreases in the past three years. 
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WHAT ARE THE PATTERNS OF ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORT WITHIN THE ITV ORGANIZATION? 



The survey sought information about 
the characteristics of ITV staff people and 
how professional staff development Is en* 
couraged and provided for within the ITV 
operation itself. 



Those surveyed were asked to indicate in what area most of their key ITV staff 
had their academic training. Over sixty percent of those responding from Broadcast 
operations and half of those responding from School CCTV opefatlons reported that 
n:ost of their ITV staff had their academic training In the field of education. Dominant 
among those reporting from University CCTV and ITFS was that most df their key 
ITV staff had their academic training In the field of Radio-Television. 



In ganeral. \n wbtt trtt hM mott of your k«y tTV tttff 
had thtir actdtmic trtinlOQ? (Ch«ck tha 9m trtt btlow 
you f«tl dascribM most ot your kty %\%n poopK ) 



TOTAL 



329 



80CST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


90 


68 


143 


38 


10 



□ Education 


40.7s; 


62.2X 


50.0X 


23.1% 


42.1% 


50.0% 


□ •Radio'TaiovitJon 


44.2X 


35.6X 


23.5% 


57.7* 


47 .4X 


30.0% 


□ SpMch/Ortfflt 


4.6% 


5.6% 


1.5% 


5.6% 


2.6%. 


0 


□ Llt>tr«(Artt 


11. OX 


13. 3X 


11.8%. 


. 7.7% 


13.2% 


0 


□ AudiovUutl/Inttructfontl Mtdit 


21. OX 


lO.OX 


25.4% 


24.5% 


26.3% 


20.0% 



In the survey it was also asked what area most of the key ITV staff had the 
greatest amount of practical e^cperlence. Experience In teaching was the dominant 
field for staff members of School CCTV operations as reflected by 45.6 percent of 
the total responding for that group. Dominant In all other types of facilities was praC'* 
tical experience In« educational/public television. 



In «fn«ral. In wh«t c:m hat mott of your fcty iTV iUff 
had tha graataai amouni ot practical axpartanca? (Chack 
tha ana araa balow you faal daacrbat fnott of your kay 
tUff paopia.) 


TOTAL 


80CST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


333 


92 


68 


143 


40 


10 


□ EducailoAal Admlniatratlon 


6.6% 


9.8% 


4.4% 


4.9% 


7.5% 


0 


□ TaacMrtg 


31.2X 


40.2% 


4S.6% 


20.3% 


30.0X 


SOM 


□ Commarcial TaiavMon 


11.7% 


6.5% 


5.9% 


14.4% 


17.5% 


0 


□ EducaUonat/PuMle Tatavlaloft 


35.4X 


46.7X 


19.1% 


37.8% 


30.0X 


40.0% 


□ rum prodMctlon 


3.6% 


3.3% 


1.5% 


4.9% 


2.5% 


0 


□ Talant 


1.5% 


1.1% 


1.5% 


1.4% 


2.5% 


0 


□ Audiovteual/lnatructlonal.MadIa 


27.1% 


10.9% 


27.9% 


34.3% 


32.5% 


10.0% 
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Those surveyed were also asked how their ITV staff was kept up-to-date on the 
latest developments in the field. When the responses from all types of ITV facilities 
were combined, 90.7 percent reported that they did provide specific encouragement 
or opportunities to keep their staff up with the latest developments in the field. The 
ways used most frequently were through professional conferences and professional 
journals. ^ 



How It yoiir ITV tttff ktpt up to dttt on tho latMt do- 
v*lopm*ntt In th« fittd? (indicat* tho way uMd most 
oMn in your oporttlon.) 




BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTSL 


ITFS 


CATV 


345 


94 


71 


147 


43 


10 


□ Profmlonal ConftrtncM 


44.5X 


56.8X 


33. 8X 


42.2X 


46.5X 


eo.ox 


□ PrormlontI hbrtry It t part of tho phytlcti fKlilty 


20. OX 


22. 3X 


15. 5t 


19.7X 


23. 3X 


20.0X 


□ Joum«tt tr* subtcribtd io tnd routtd to ttt* •tatr 


51.0% 


63.8X 


38.0X 


50.3X 


44.2X 


40.Q« 


□ Uniotlcitod protmlonal Journals Mf m«d« svsitibl« 


15. IX 


I8.IX 


4.2X 


17,7X 


16.3X 


lO.OX 


□ Stslf Is sncoursgsd to k—p up with istsst dsvttop- 
mtntt rssding on th«tr own. 


31.0% 


40.4X 


22. 5X 


30.6X 


25. 6X 


30. OX 


» 

1 □ Lsistt d«vf}opm«nts In ITV Sfs discussed st staff 
msstlngt 


22.0X 


29. 8X 


I5.5X 


19.7X 


20. 9X 


10. OX 


□ Utttt dtvttopmtnts in ITV sr« ditcussad In un* 
pisnntd. Inlormal n>t«tlngs srr.^ng stsff mtmbait 
tntf visitors 


26.6X 


26.6X 


I5.5X 


3I.8X 


23.3X 


10. OX 


□ No spocitiC sncoursgamaflt or opportunltlss srs pro- 
vidsd in s pisnnad wsy to k»%p tM staff up wltti . 
ths Istsst dtvf lopmants 


9.3X 


3.2X 


lO.OX 


I3.0X 


7.0X 


10. OX 



The survey also sought Information on how much reliance Is placed on pro- 
fessional conferences and meetings for staff development. Dominant among those 
responding from Broadcest operations wcs attendance at the NAEB National Con- 
vention. 59.3 percent of those responding from School CCTV facilities Indicated 
reliance on attendance at state or regional audiovisual conventions or meetings as 
dominant for the group. More frequently mentioned by those responding from Uni- 
versity CCTV facilities was attendance at the AECT (OAVI) National Convention, 
although almost the same numl)er of that group responded that th'ey relied on 
attendance also at the NAEB National Convention. Attendance at state or regional 
audiovisual meetings and attendance at the NAEB National Convention was reported 
by the same number of respondents from ITFS facilities as the key professional con- 
ference they rely on for professional staff development. 



How much do you raly on profaaslonal coAfarancas and 
maatinpt for profassionai staff davaiopinant? (indicata 
tha ona way mott oftan us«d for yo«r staff.) 


TOTAL 


•DCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


315 


90 


59 


136 


40 


10 


□ Attandancaal tha NAES National CoAvtnllon 


40.3X 


48.9X 


22.0X 


41.2X 


iOM 


20.0X 


□ AttaAdanct at tha NAEB Ragionai ConvafttloAa or 
mattings 


16.2X 


26.7X 


0 


15.4X 


15.0X 


0 


□ Attandanca at tha AECT (OAVl) National Convantlon 


32.4X, 


14.4X 


30. 5X 


4a.sx 


20.0X 


30.0X 


□ Aiiandanc* at Staia or flagionai Audiovfauai Coa* 
vantiona or maatlnga 


45.3t 


42.9X 


S9.3t 


44. IX 


40.01 


TO.Ot 


□ Attandanca at othar raglonai. local or national con. 
MratKas 


27.2X 


43.3X 


20.7X 


17.4X 


27.5X 


0 



The profile of ITV practices required a survey of some of the conditions for the Design 
of programs in an ITV service. Design included what an ITV service is expected to do and 
how that task is accomplished. 

WHAT SERVICE TO THE SCHOOLS IS ITV EXPECTED TO PERFORM? 



Those surveyed were asked to describe the relative Importance of the ways ITV 
should be used In the schools. The operational philosophy ranked as rnost Important 
wjis the use of ITV to "extend or enrich resources already In the educational program. 
The relative ranking of alternative philosophies In the survey form showed a uniform 
consistency in alt types of ITV" facilities. 



How would you d«tcrlb« iho roiallvt Imporianct of tht 
oporationai phUotophy of tn% way HV ihouM bo oacov?- 
•9«d to bo MMd In tho schools? 



(Intflcsto • numbor 1 (or tho stotononl o( phitotophy 
tfOKflbing tno ont you think Is most Importsnt, and • 



numbtr 4 (or Iho ono you th"tk Is Itosl Imporisnl In yovr 
opt ration. Uavt blank any ktatomonts o( philosophy that 
tfo not apply to your operational situation ) ' 


TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


p~1 ITV Is soon primarily to tkttnd or tnrich rt* 
1 1 sourcts airtady usod In tho oduoationai program. 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


4 


r~l ITV Is soon primarily to givt th« toachor matorlal 
1 1 to vso In an ostabtishod Instructional procoss. 


Z 


2 


2 


Z 


2 


2 


ITV Is soon primarily to (Kitttato o classroom 
i 1 courst*of*>tudy by providing a scopo an4 so* 
quonco for tho toachor to (oltow In th« ctassrcom. 


3 


3 


3 


3 


3 


3 

t — 


ITV Is soon primarily to provldo Instruction dt» 
1 J roctty to tho studoM without relying cn other 
instructional Intofvenlion. 


4 


4 


4 


4 


4 


1 



Average Rank Order Indicated 



WHAT SERVICE DOES ITV ACTUALLY PERFORM FOR THE SCHOOLS? 



ITV practitioners were asked to descrlt>e the balance of Intents reflected In their 
ITV service to the schools. The close ranking of Intents to Enrich, to Inform and to 
instruct would Indicate a balance of these three factors In most types of ITV service. 
There wes almost uniformly low ranking of the Intent to contribute to learning by 
providing a vehicle for diversion or escape through entertainment in the formal 
academic environment. 



How wouM you detcrlt^ the tolanco of Intents reflected 
In youf ITV service to the KhooJs. Kcording to the 
ciessIficatloAs given toeiow? 

(Indicate • number 1 for the sUtement of Intent doKrlb- 
inff the greatest number of your programs, end a num* 
ber 4 describing the Intent of the least. If necesunr. 
teave bienic any ctessificaiions that do not doKrlbe the 
Intent of any of your programs.) 


TOTAL 


To contribute to teafnJng by provldtng a vehicle 
for dlversJon or ewape through entertainment In 
the formal acadi^mlc envfronment. 


4 


To add to other Intiuences on teaming by pro* 
vldin^ a greeter r^ge of experiences to which 
the Individual is eiposed in his daily ille. 


3 


To provide a source* of Information about con* 
cepts or Ideas that con be used by others 


2 


To attempt directly io change the way an Indi- 
dual responds by providing experiences that 
require no other InctnKtional IntervenUon 


1 



BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 




4 


4 


4 


4 


4 


1 


1 


3 


3 


3 


2 


2 


2 


2 


1 


3 


3 


1 


1 


2 



Average Rank Order Indicated 
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HOW IS THE SELECTION AND PLANNING OF ITV ACTUALLY ACCOMPLISHED? 



Tht survty sought to dtttmilnt tfit rtia* 
tivt importoiKo off vaHout factors In tht 
stitctiofi off a program ffor tho ITV strvict. 



Of the ways listed to sfJect programs, over ninety«five percent of those responding 
Indicated Content Appropriateness as being the most frequently used. The way least 
used was Popularity where 70.3 percent of those responding indicated, this factor as 
important in the selection of programs. 



Of t^f fKters lUtttf btiow. wtiat ImporMnct 4o you piKt 
in what to look for In tnt Mfoet^on of • pro^rtm to b« 
• pvt of your ITV torvict? 

(Sof^nnlng wilh a immUr 1 for mt fKtor you contMtr 
most Imponant, indictto • rank ordor for tht olMrt. 
Ltavt bionii any fKtoft you do not ftol important or do 
fwt contidtr in your program foltction ) 



TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNiV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


3S4 


97 


74 


2S1 


42 


10 



Cm! 



84.22 

(5) 



□ 



84. 5X 
(4) 



□ 



Evaluation rtauita (•vManca of i u cc aa a ) 



82.2X 
(3) 



84.SS 


77. OX 


87. 4S 


78.61 


80.0« 


(6) 


(7) 


(4) 


(5) 


(3) 



Centam appro^attfWM 


9S.8X 

U) 


96.0S 
(I) 


96.0X 
(1) 


9S.4X 
(1) 


97.6X 
(I) 


90.0X 
(1) 




|— 1 AvaiiabUity of matanai 


72. ox 
(6) 


I70.IX 

1 


75.7X 
(4) 


70.2X 
(6) 


90. 5X 

(6) 


60.0X 
(6) 



8S.6X 


75.7X 


85.4X 


90. 5X 


70. OX 


(5) 


(6) 


(5) 


(4) 


(5) 



84. SX 


77.0X 


80. IX 


90. 5X 


70. OX 


(3) 


(3) 


(3) 


(3) 


(4) 



□ 



Tai«Ai ot tht latavlalon taaehar 



70.6X 
(8) 



74. 2X 


68.9X 


68.2X 


73. 8X 


70.0X 


(8) 


(8) 


(7) 


(8) 


(7) 



Qualify of tht Man at a pari of inatrudlOA tor 
1 1 thaatu^t 


83.6X 

(2) • 


83.5X 
(2) 


81. IX 

(2) 


99.3% 

(2) 


92. 9X 

(2) 


lOOX 

(2) 








Popularity intficaiad by tt^uaata of uainf taaeh- 
[ 1 ar* le cemlnua 


70.3X 
(7) 


81.4X 
(4) 


77. OX 

(5) 


57.6X 
(8) 


76.2X 
(7) 


60.0X 
(8) 



i^erctnt of Those Iridicating Factor Used 
(Average Ranic of Importarice Wher) Used) 

* 

Important to the selection and planning of ITV is how the characteristics of stu* 
dents in the target audience are determined. In 39.2 percent of all types of ITV 
facilities responding* no specific research information is coltecied before the pro* 
grams are planned or selected. Howeveti In 31.7 percent of ail facilities, the planning 
and selection committees were expected to get this information themselves as a 
part of their planning responsibilities. In Broadcast operations and ITFS facilities, 
this was the dominant way indicated. In 7.8 of all types of ITV facilities was there 
a full time ITV research person on the staff to get information on the charactaristics 
of the students in the target audience. 



How do you datormtna tha charactartaUca of tha itu^aw^ 
in tha taroal audlanca? 


TOTAt 


eocsT 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UKtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


/■ 

CATV 


344 


96 


68 


148 


42 


10 


□ Fun lima ITV raaaareh paraon la on ilia alaH lo aal 
thJaMermaUoii 


7.8X 


11.5X 


2.9X 


4. IX 


19.0X 


0 


□ ^lanfUno an# aatacUon cewmlHaaa hava accata fo 
non-atafi raaaareh paoplo lor thla Mormailon whan 
haadad« 


11.9X 


17.7X 


10.3X 


8. IX 


11.9X 


0 


□ nannlno and aatacUon committaaa ara aapadad to 
gal thla imormation thatnaalvaa aa a part of lhair 
ptannlfit raaponaibititlaa. 


31.7X 


39.tt 


30 .^X 


30.4X 


28.61 


70.0X 


□ Inlormaiion about lha atudanu la avaiiabia from 
annual aurvaya of achooia contfuctad lor rrv. 


8.7X 


15.6X 


10.3X 


2.7X 




lO.OX 


□ No apacMlc rasaaich Mormaiion la coHadad Maiv 
lha programa ara piannad or aalaclad. 


39.2t 


15.6X 


4S.6t 


S4.U 


a8.6t 


20.0X 
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64.6 percent of those respondlnfl to the survey Indicated that factors of the 
students, other than Grade Level, are considered In program planning. Of those 
Indicating other factors, most frequently considered WM the Ability Level of the 
students. Student Interest was aUo frequently mntioned while Geographic Influences 
and Physical Characteristics of the students were Indicated as factors least cort* 
sidered. 



Am ftctoft of tt« tt^<itfrtt, mm rait ImH. c. v 
•MtrM In pto^m MmMf tAtf soiKtioA? 


TOTAL 


SOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


tTFS 


CATV 


356 


97 


74 


152 


43 


10 








No 


35.4X 


24.8X 




49.3X 


20.9S 


30.0X 
















- 


TOTAL 


SDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 




230 


73 


S3 


77 


34 


7 






63.€X 




S7.0X 


79.4« 


8S.7X 


O ifiiafMtt 


70.0X 


6d.5X 


79.2« 


68.8X 


64. 7X 


85.7X 


□ imoiio«^ Ch«rKltria*ict 


18.7X 


15.1X 


26.4X 


18.2X 


14.7X 


14.3X 


□ Socio^coAMite CtiaradtilMlct 


32.6X 


49.3X 


24.5X 


18.2X 


35.3X 


* 0 


□ Cttinic Orevf ChtraetarMJct 


20.0% 


50.7X 


8.9t 


11-7X 


38.2X 


0 


□ OMTt^Mc IndvanCM 


18.7X 


39.7X 


3.3X 


13.0X 


5.9X 


0 


O ^hyt^ CtMfacmtitttet 


S.Z% 


9-7X 


1.9X 


2.6X 


5.9t 


0 


□ Ch»onrto|lcai Af 


19.7% 


19.4X 


24.SX 


16. 9t 


17.6X 


14.3X 


□ MwvteiAfa ^ 




31.9% 


37,7X 


22, U 


20.6X 


14.3X 



Percent of Those Indicating Other Factors are Considered 



82.1 percent of those responding to the survey indicated that 'factors of the 
instructional environment, ceher than School Size and location, were considered in 
program planning. Other than Access to Television (which was indicated as a factor 
used by 71.6 percent of those responding), the next most frequently conridered 
factor was the Adequacy of the Instructional Program. This factor was indicated t>y 
slightly over haH of the total responding. ExpectaUons of the Community, indicated 
by 18.S percent of tVso considering instructional environment factors, was the way 
least frequently used. 







SOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITfS 


1 

CATV 


356 


97 


74 


252 


43 


20 


17. 9X 


14. 4X 


24.3IC 


28.4X 


22 .6X 


20.0X 














TOTAL 


SOCST 


SCHOOL 

ccr^ 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITrs 


CATV 


292 




S6 


224 


38 


9 








38.0S 


25.3X 


48.2X 


44.4X 


26. 3X 


22.2X 




7l.«l 


6f.n 


7L4f 


7S.IS 


io.si; 


C8.7X 


□ TnMnf«(TM«ti«f«lnmUM 


46.91 


55.4X 


48.2X 


39.5X 


44. 7X 


22.2X 




29. 5X 


29.3X 


26.8% 


26.9X 


22. 2X 


33. 3X 




la.ax 


28.9X 


2S.0X 


8.9X 


26. 3X 


44. 4X 




46.6X 


53.0X 


62.r.X 


39.5X 


50.PX 


55.6X 




S0.3X 


S6.6X 


52. 8X 


45.2X 


SO. OX 


44. 4X 



Percent of Those Ind1c«t1n9 Other Factors «re Considered 



Surveys of teachers* desire for material was Indicated by 80.7 percent of those 
responding as the dominant way that programming needs are determined. Information 
about Instructional deficiencies, informed judgments by the ITV staff on what should 
be done and Information about academic requirements for Instruction were Indicated 
as being used by over forty percent of the resr>ondents. Expressions of the com- 
munity's desire for material was considered by 17.3 percent of the respondents and 
ranked close to Information about legislative requirements for Instruction (Indicated 
by 14.8 percent of the respondents) as being the least frequent way used. 





TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


How art programming n#«dt datarmintd? 


352 


97 


73 


149 


43 


10 


□ - Survtys of taacharr dasirt (or matortal 


80.7t 


82«5t 


85.0X 


74.5X 


88.4X 


70.0X 


□ Information about Instructional daficlanclaa 


48. 9X 


62. 9X 


42. 5X 


42. 9X 


51. 2X 


60. ox 


□ information about laamar daflclanclaa 


33. 2X 


39.2X 


27. 4X 


35.5X 


30.3X 


50.0X 


□ Informad itidgmants by ITV ttaff on what ahouM ba 
dona 


48.3X 


63.9t 


38.3X 


40.9X 


51. 2X 


30.0X 


□ Information about acadamic ra^lrananta for 

alructlon 


43.2% 


46 .4X 


32.9X 


47. OX 


34.2X 


50.0X 


□ Information about laglslatlva raqulramanta Ibr in- 

* structlon 


14 .8X 


34. IX 


13. 7X 


2. ox 


13.9X 


0 


□ Exprasalons of studanta' dasira for malarial 


39.2X 


34. IX 


50. 7X 


39.0X 


34. 9X 


50. ox 


□ Exprasslons of tha community's daaira for material 


17.3X 


31.9X 


16 .4X 


8.7X 


18.6X 


30.0X 


□ Othar 


9.7X 


10. 5X 


8.4X 


9.5X 


7.0X 


0 


Nearly sixty percent of those responding to the survey from all types of ITV 
facilities Indicated that they determine what their program service will contain by 
the content areas indicated by popular demand of teachers. Content areas chosen 
because of community demands was a factor Indicated by 5.8 percent of the re- 
spondents and half of those indicating this way were from Broadcast operations. 




TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


How do you datarmlna what tha program ahall contain? 


344 


95 


70 


147 


41 


9 
















□ Contant araaa Indlcatad by popular damand of 
taachara 


58.1X 


51.6X 


65.7X. 


55.8X 


6e*ax 


ss.ex 


□ Contant araaa choaan bacauaa of aeadjmic ra<iulr»- 
mania 


36 .6X 


35. 8X 


24.3X 


40.1X 


43.9X 


22. 2X 


□ Contant araaa choaan bacauaa of Inatructlonal daft- 
clanclaa 


32. 8X 


40. OX 


31.4X 


29.3X 


31.7X 


33.3X 


□ Contant araaa choaan bacauaa of community da- 
manda 


5.8X 


10. 5X 


2.9X 


2.7X 


9.8X 


0 



The profile of ITV practices required a survey of some of the conditions that exist- for 
the actual Production of programs In an ITV service. Based on what was expected of ITV 
in their operation, those surveyed were asked to respond to questions about how they 
get this job done. 



WHO DECIDES WHAT THE PROGRAMS WILL DO? 



Closed Circuit ITV facilities, on both the school level and the university level. Those tumyed were asked to indteala 

indicated that the responsibility for the content of the programs was most frequently who has the mijor lasponsibaHy for the 
with the television teacher. However, in ITFS facilities and in Broadcast operations.. conleiit of Ihetr programs, 
this responsibility was most frequently with the program planning committees. How- 
ever while 55^ percent of the Broadcast operations placed program determination 
responsibilities on program planning committees, another 28.7 percent Indicated this 
was the responsibility of the television teacher Likewise among the respondents from 
ITFS facilities, while 47.6 percent Indicated program planning committees; another 
31.0 percent indicated the responsibilities were with the television teacher. 











SCHOOL 


UNiV 






WiA «lio« b »w mior iMponcftOity plK^ tor «fM 
your locaKf-pfoducctf prograns w« contain? 


TOTAL 




BOCST 


CCTV 


CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


337 




87 


71 


147 


42 


10 



Q Tatow'ilon loachy 


40.7i 


28.7X 


33.8X 


53.7t 


31.0X 


40.0X 


□ Program Wanning Cun—Hm 


34.4X 


55.2S 


19.7X 


23.8X 


47.6X 


lO.OX 


□ PfodMcor(orProAicor/Olfactof) 


6.2S 


2.3X 


9.9X 


6.8X 


7. IX 


lO.OX 


□ School Atfninrsrratofs 


7. IX 


2.3X 


22.5X 


4.1X 


2.4X 


lO.OX 


□ SMtonAMMradoo 


2.7X 


4.6X 


1.4X 


0.7X 


9.5X 


lO.OX 


□ Coiawiiinlii Cflaiia'llm 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ smdama 


1.5X 


0 


IA% 


2.7X 


0 


0 


□ PlovWenaorGfanlFMfog 


0.6X 


1*1X 


0 


0.7X 


0 


0 


□ Olhor 


6.5X 


4.6X 


11.3X 


7.5X 


2.4X 


20.0X 



significantly fewer respondents indicated that the responsibility for program con- 
tent was with other administrative or operatiotial areas within their operation. None 
of the respondents indicated that the major responsibility for what the programs 
will contain Is placed with community groups or committees. 
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The survey also sought information on the extent of classroom teacher Involvement 
In planning programs for an ITV service. This Involvement Is sought by including 
teachers on committees to plan programs in 60.0 percent of all the facilities from 
which the respondents replied. No classroom teacher involvement for planning pro- 
grams was indicated by 6.5 percent. Where classroom teachers are used to plan 
programs for the ITV service, the average number of teachers actually used 
was 18.8 percent of the total potential that could be used. The most Involvement of 
classroom teachers was seen in School CCTV facilities where an average of 25.9 
percent of the potential of that group was actually used. The least Involvement was 
reported from Broadcast operations where an average of 8.9 percent of the total 
potential was used. 



How It c2assroo« Hacfm Inw^xmtnt lowgM In th« 
punning of programs tor your ITV s«<vic«? 




TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 




325 


86 


70 


136 


42 


9 


Q ComnMneM mad* up of only cUssroom totchort 
pUn ad progrsMs 




11. IS 


5.8t 


11.45: 


17.62 


4.82 


33.32 


O TMcfiors aro Inchidotf «Wi otftor ptoptp on com. 
mutoot 10 pUn ptogfMis 




fio.ex 


69.8t 


58.6X 


53.7X 


64.32 


44.4t 


□ Thor* |t no comNMMgni to uM cttttfooni toochort 
to plan prograflM. but comnilnaai Induda only ttf 
bnx quaMtd ptopi* 




21.52 


22.15 


22.92 


19.92 


23.82 


22.22 


O No m^oixwant of 1M ciasyooiw laacHora H »ougN 
lor planning pfograM 




6.55 


2.3: 


7. IS 


8.82 


7.12 


0 



r, 

f- 

E 

r 

t1 



Average tiucAitr of Teachers Indicated 

n — n 



18.8; 



J 



25.92 



17.72 



26.1: 



8.92- 



15.02 



TOTAL BDCST CCTV CCTV ITFS CATV 
SCHOOL UNIV 



HOW ARE PROGRAMS PREPARED FOR PRODUCTION? 



The nature of the Content Area was the dominant way used to structure an ITV 
progranr>— as Indicated by 53.4 percent of those responding to the survey. School or 
System Course-of-Study Guidelines were Indicated by a significantly fewer 16 6 
percent of the total respondents. However, this way to structure the ITV program 
was indicated by 24.6 percent of School CCTV facilities, while 34.8 percent of that 
group indicated using the nature' of the Content Area. 



The survey sought fnformttfon about 
how the structure of an ITV program Is 
determined. 



Howl» th« ttnictur* of an flV program dottrmlnad In 
yout opwaUon? (Indlcat* only on* way that comM 
clOMtt to wtiat you um mo«t ofton.) 


TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


337 


. 90 


69 


146 


42 


10 


□ Structura of Iho Conloftt ATM 


53.4X 


SS.6% 


34.8% 


58.9% 


57.1% 


40.0% 


□ School or systom courso-of-ttutfy guldtilnM 


16.6% 


23.3% 


24.6%- 


6.2% 


23.8% 


10.0% 


□ TMchIng patttms of tho totovtolon ttacbor 


11. 6X 


5.6% 


11.6% 


16.4% 


7.1% 


10.0% 


□ RaqulromMtsforMovitlonproductfon 


4.2% 


3.3% 


4.3% 


6.8% 


0 


20.0% 


□ Limitations of tvallaUo facUitlM 


9.2% 


4.4% 


20.3% 


7.5% 


7.1% 


10.0% 


O 00m 


5.0% 


7.8% 


4.3% 


4.1% 


4.8% 


10.0% 



Those surveyed were asked to^ place a relative order of Importance on factors 
they used In actually preparing a television program. Content Appropriateness, ade- 
quacy of design as a part of the total instructional experience of a student and the 
highest possible production techniques and technical standards were the dominant 
ways used and ranked consistently in the top three ways of those listed as being most 
important. The exception to this was noted among respondents from School CCTV 
facilities where material for the teacher that is available In no other way ranked 
higher than the production techniques and technical standards. 



wnat imponanco do you placa on factors In actually 
preparing a ttltvislon program for prasantatlon? 
(Rata lha factors balow In a rank ordar. indicating a num- 
ber 1 for the factor you feel most Important Leave blank 
any factors you feet are not Important) 


TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


342 


91 


70 


149 


42 


10 




1 1 Content lamUlar to and popular with the using 
1 f Classroom teachers . 


57.6% 
(6) 


49.5% 
(8) 


60.0% 
(4) 


57.0% 
(6) 


66.7% 
(4) 


30.0% 
(8) 










1 1 Adequate design as a part of the total Instruc- 
1 i tionai experiences of a student 


81.9% 

(2) 


87.9% 
(2) 


72.9% 
(2) 


80.5% 
(2) 


90.5% 
(2) 


90.0% 
(2) 








1 1 Using the talent of the television teacher to the 
1 1 best advantage 


68.4% 
.(4) 


72.5% 
(5) 


61.4% 
(6) 


71. ii; 

(4) 


59.5% 
(5) 


60.0% 
(5) 






1 1 Highest possible production techniques and tech- 
1 1 nical standards 


81.8% 
(3) 


8i.3% 
(3) 


67.1% 
(5) 


81.9% 
(3) 


76.2% 
(3) 


90.0% 
(3) 








Content appropriateness 


88.3% 
(1) 


93.4% 

(1) 


8517% 
(1) 


85.9% 

d) 


92.9% 
(1) 


100% 
(1) 








j 1 Material available to the teacher h no other way 


65.5% 
(5) 


68.1% 
(4) 


68.6% 
(3) 


64.4% 
(5) 


61.9% 
(6) 


80.0% 
(4) 






j 1 Knowledge about the student 


52.9% 
(8) 


62.6% 
(7) 


47.1% 

(7) 


47.0% 
(8) 


59.5% 
(8) 


40.0% 
(6) . 








J-JCc, 


65.8% 
(7) 


67.0% 
(6) 


52.9% 
(8) 


67.8% 
(7) 


76.2% 

- (7) 


60.0% 
(7) 



Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used 
(Average Rank of Importance When Used) 
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In the survey, Information was also 
sought on the prefenred frequency and 
length of an ITV program at various grade 
levels. 



For the lower elementary grades (K-3), the dominant preferred length was reported 
to be 15 minutes. The dominant frequency In alt facilities except Broadcast operations 
was more than once a week. Broadcast operations preferred once a week as the 
dominant frequency. Respondents more frequently preferred programs for these grade 
levels to be provided the complete school year. . 

46.1 percent of all those responding to the survey offered programs at these grade 
levels. Broadcast operations accounted for 50.6 percent of this total; School CCTV 
facilities for 28.6 percent; University CCTV facilities for 8.5 percent of the total; and 
ITFS facllKles for 15.9 percent. 



For th« low«r •(•mtntary grcd«s (K*3). whet is tht pr»- 
Hm4 frequency tnd length of an ITV program tn your 
oparation? 

□ No programming currantly schadulad or.contam* 
platad for tha towar atamantary gradaa. 



TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 




53.9% 


14.4% 


36.4% 


90.8% 


39.5% 


40.0% 



Length 



Frequency 



Ou ration 





TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UN1V 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


164 


83 


47 


14 


26 


6 


1 




Q 10 mtnutas 


7.3% 


2.4% 


12.8% 


7.1% 


15.4% 


16.7% 


□ IS minutaa 


63.4% 


71.1% 


51.1% 


50.0% 


65.4% 


50.0% 


□ 20 mtnutas 


18.9% 


18.1% 


23.4% 


28.6% 


11.5% 


33.3% 


□ 30 minutaa 


1.8% 


1.2% 


0 


14.3% 


0 


0 


□ 40 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Q 45 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ 50 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ 60 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ Varttd langtha 


7.9% 


6.0% 


12.8% 


0 


7.7% 


0 


□ No prafarrad langth 


0.6% 


1.2% 


0 


.0 


0 


0 




□ 


9.2% 


3.7% 


12.8% 


28.6% 


7.7% 


0 


□ Mora than onca a waak 


43.6% 


32.9% 


51.1% 


42.9% 


65.4% 


50.0% 


□ Onca a waak 


36.8% 


57.3% 


14.9% 


7.1% 


23.1% 


16.7% 


□ Laas than onca a waak 


1.2% 


0 


2.1% 


0 


3.8% 


0 


□ Monthly 


0.6% 


0 


2.1% 


0 


0 


0 


□ Occaatonally 


3.7% 


0 


10.6% 


21.4% 


0 


33.3% 




□ Complata achoot yaar 


28.7% 


37.3% 


19,1% 


7.1% 


26.9% 


16.7% 


□ Eachaamaatar 


9.8% 


13:3% 


2.1% 


0 


15.4% 


0 


□ Modular aagmanta 


16.5% 


18.1% 


19.1% 


14.3% 


11.5% 


33.3% 



30 



For the middle elementary grades (4-5-6). the dominant preferred length was re- 
ported to be 20 minutes. Either once a week or more than once a week was indicated 
as the preferred frequency* The dominant frequency for Broadcast operations and 
ITFS facilities was reported as once a week. Dominant among those responding 
from both School and University CCTV facilities was more than once a week 
Programming at these grade levels for the complete school year was reported lo 
be preferred most frequently. 

46.6 percent of all those responding to the survey offered programs for the stu- 
dents in the middle elementary grades. Broadcast operations accounted for 50 6 
percent of this total; School CCTV facilities for 30.1 percent: University CCTV faclll- 
ties for 6.6 percent of this total: and ITFS facilities for 15.7 percent 



For tht mMdlt tltm«ntiry gradM what It th« 

pr9ftn4 fr*qutncy and Itngth of an ITV program In 
your oparatlorv? 

□ No programming currantly tchadulad or contam* 
platad for tha middia alamantary gradaa. 



Length 



Frequency 



Duration 



TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


53.4% 


13.4% 


32.4% 


92.8% 


39.5% 


40.0% 




TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


166 


84' 


50 


u 


26 


6 



□ 10 minutaa 


0.6% 


0 


2.0% 


0 


0 


0 


□ 15 minutaa 


22.9% 


22.6% 


22.0% 


25.0% 


30.8% 


0 


□ 20 minutaa 


55.4% 


61*9% 


44*0% 


41.7% 


61*5% 


50.0% 


□ '90 minutaa 


12.0% 


8.3% 


18.0% 


25.0% 


3.8% 


50*0% 


□ 40 minutaa 


0.6% 


0 


2.0% 


0 


0 


0 


□ 45 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 ' 


0 


0 


□ 50 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ 00 minutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 • 


□ Varlad langtha 


7.2% 


6.0% 


12.0% 


0 


3.8% 


0 


□ No prafarrad langlJi 


1.2% 


1.2% 


0 


8.3% 


0 


0 








□ Oany 


7.3% 


3.6% 


10.0% 


18.2% 


7.7% 


0 


□ Mora than onca a waak 


45.1% 


38.6% 


56.0% 


27.3% 


50*0% 


33.3?J 


□ Oncaawaak 


39.6% 


51*8% 


20.0% 


27*3% 


42.3% 


33.3% 


□ Laaa than onca a waak 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ Monthly 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ Occaalonaily 


3.0% 


0 


8.0% 


27.3% 


0 


33.3% 






□ Cofflplata aehod yaar 


24«8% 


28*6% 


20*0% 


9.1% 


^6,9% 


16.7% 


□ Eachaamaatar 


12.1% 


15.5% 


8.0% 


0 


11.5% 


0 


□ Modular aagmaAta 


16.4% - 


20.2% 


16.0% 


18*2% 


7.7% 


33*3% 



For the upptr tttrmntary, or junior high gradts (7*8), the dominant praferrad 
length was indicated as 20 minutes by Broadcast operations. University CCTV facili- 
ties and by ITFS faclJitles. 30 minutes was preferred by School CCTV facility re- 
spondents. The average of responses from all facilities indicated that once a week 
was the preferred frequency. However. School CCTV facilities and ITFS facilities 
more frequently indicated they preferred to offer programs more than once a week at 
upper elementary or junior high grades. 

47.5 percent of all those responding to the survey offered programs at these 
grade levels. Broadcast operations accounted for 46.7 percent of this total; School 
CCTV facilities accounted for 33.7 percent; University CCTV facilities for 6.5 percent 
of the total; and ITFS facilities accounted for 16.0 percent of this total. 



For th« upptr •Itmtnttry. or Junior high gr»d«« (7-1). 
what it tht pr9hm4 frtquartcy and langlh of an ITV 
program in your optratlon? 

□ No programmlrvg currantly schadultd or contan>> 
platad for tha uppar atamantary or Junior high 
gradaa. 



TOTAL 



52. 5X 



Length 



Frequency 



Duration 



TOTAL 



169 



8DCST_ 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


I8.6X 


^3.0X 


92. 8X 


37.2X 


40.0X 




BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


79 


57 


11 


27 


6 



□ 10 mtnuiaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ 15 fitlmitaa 


8.9X 


11.4X 


10. 5X 


8.3X 


0 


16. 7X 


Q 20 mlnutaa 


45.6X 


51.9X 


33. 3X 


33;3X 


S5.6X 


33. 3X 


□ 30 minutaa 


29.0X 


25. 3X 


3S.U 


33«3X 


29.6X 


SO.OX 


□ 40 mlnutaa 


0.6X 


0 


1.8X 


0 


0 


0 


Q 45 minutaa 


1.2% 


0 


3.5X 


0 


0 


0 


Q SO mlnutaa 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


□ 60 fitlnutM 


0.6X 


0 


1.8X 


0 


0 


0 


□ Variad rangtht 


11.2X 


7.6X 


14. OX 


16.7X 


11. IX 


0 



□ 


Oatty 


□ 


Mora th*n onca a waak 


□ 


Onca ■ waak 


□ 


tau than onca a waak 


□ 


Monihty 


□ 


Oecaalonalty 




□ 


Complata achool yaar 


□ 


Eaeh aamaitar 


□ 


Modular aagmantt 



6.02 



38.9X 



41.3X 



O.St 



1.2% 



6.0X 



2.6X 


10.5X 


0 


7.A% 


0 


34.6X 


43.9S 


18.2X 


48. IX 


33.3X 


sz.ex 


24.6X 


36.4X 


44.4X 


33.3X 


1.3X 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3.5% 


9.1% 


0 


16.7X 


2.6X 


io.^% 


27.3% 


0 


IS.7% 



22.2% 



13.8X 
2b.4X 



24. U 


11.9% 


0 


29.6% 


0 


16.5X 


12. S% 


9.1X 


n.is 


16.7X 


27.8X 


16. IX 


18.2X 


IhlX 


33.3% 



For the steonda^ gradts (9-12), the dominant preferred length was 30 minutes 
with a preferred frequency of more than once a week— although among those re- 
sponding from Broadcast operations, a similar number Indicated preferring once a 
week. Offering programs at the secondary grades as modular segments was the 
dominant way preferred by all types of ITV operations. 

46.6 percent of all those responding to the survey offered programs for students 
In the secondary grades. Broadcast operations accounted for 44:6 percent of this 
total; School CCTV facilities accounted for 34.9 percent; University CCTV facilities 
for 9.0 percent; and ITFS facilities accounted for 14.4 percent of the total number. 



For tht Mcond*ry gradtt what it tht pt^m4 
frtqutncy and langth of an itv program in your opara- 
tlon? 

□ No programming currently scHadulad or conttm* 
platad for th# tacondary gradas. 



TOTAL 



BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 













53.43; 23.73; 21.6% 90.23; 44.23; 40.0% 



Length 



Frequency 



Duration 





TOTAL 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


166. 


74 


58 


15 


24 


6 






□ 10 minutat 


0.6% 


0 


1.7% 


0 


0 


0 


□ IS minutas 


4.2% 


6.8% 


3.4% 


6.3% 


0 


16.7% 


□ 20 mlnutat 


30.1% 


32.4% 


'24.1% 


37.5% 


33.3% 


33.3% 


□ 90 minutaa 


38.6% 


41.93( 


37.9% 


25.0% 


37.5% 


33.3% 


□ 40 mlnutat 


4.2% 


2.7% 


6.9% 


0 


4.2% 


0 


□ 4S minutat 


1.8% 


1.4% 


3.4% 


6.3% 


0 


16.7% 


□ SO mlnutat 


1.2% 


0 


1.7% 


0 


4.2% 


0 


□ 00 mtnutat 


0.6%. 


0 


1.7% 


0 


0 


0 


□ Varlad langtht 


13.3% 


10.8% 


15.5% 


12.5% 


12.5% 


0 


□ No pret^rrad langih 


5.4% 


4.1% 


3.4% 


12.5% 


8.3% 


0 








□ Dally 


7.3% 


4.1% 


12.1% 


0 


8.3% 


0 


□ Mora than onca a waak 


37JME 


40.5% 


36.2% 


26.7% 


33.3% 


33.3% 


□ Onca a waak 


34.5% 


41.9% 


29.3% 


20.0% 


33.3% 


33.3% 


□ Lata than onc« a waak 


3.6% 


2.7% 


5.2% 


0 


4.2% 


0 


□ Monthly 


1.8% 


1.4% 


3.4% 


6.7% 


0 


16.7% 


□ Occatlonatly 


6.7% 


4.1% 


5.2% 


26.7% 


8.3% 


16.7% 






□ Compiata Mhool yaar 


15.2% 


13.5% 


1%M 


12.3% 


20.8% 


16.7% 


□ Eachaamaatar 


15:9% 


20.3% 


8.8% 


0 




0 


□ Modular aagmania 


ZZ.6% 


32.4% 


1$.8% 


13.3% 


16.7% 


33.3% 



For hightr tducaUon (junior colltg« or unlvtrslty Itvtl), the dominant preferred 
length was Indicated as being 30 minutes, with a preferred frequency of more than 
once a week. Offering en ITV service at this level each semester or as modular seg* 
ments was preferred but, except In the ca»e of those responding from School CCTV 
facilities, neither time was dominant. 

60,9 percent of all those responding to the survey offered College-Level programs, 
Broadcrst operations accounted for 24,0 percent of this total; School CCTV facilities 
for 4.6 percent; University CCTV facilities for 64,5 percent of this total; and ITFS 
facilities for 9.2 percent. 



rer htfihtr •dvcttieo Ounlor coll«o« or unhMfttty t«vtl} 
what It ttM p nk» 9 4 trtqutncy and ItttQtti ol an ITV 
progrtm in your oporatlon? 

□ No prog^MmnlAfl currtntty tchoduM or contom- 
plaiod for highor oductUon ot tho junior coHtgo 
or unlvtrsrty Itvol. 



ITQTAL 1 IBDCST 



39,1X 46,4X 



SCHOOL 
CCTV 



UNtV 
CCTV 



ITFS 



86,5X 



7,8X 



53, 5X 



CATV 



50, OX 



Length 



Frequency 



Duration 



TOTAL 



217 



BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


52 


10 


140 


20 


5 



□ 10 minutot 


0,5X 


0 


0 


0,7% 


0 


0 


Q IS minutot 


2,3X 


3,8X 


0 


2,1% 


0 


0 


□ 20 minutft 


12, 9X 


1,9X 


10,0% 


18,6% 


0 


0 


□ 90 mInutM 


37, 3X 


59,6t 


40,0% 


31,4%. 


20,0% 


40,0% 


□ 40 minutot 


4,1« 


3,8X 


20.0% 


2,9% 


10.0% 


20,0% 


□ 45 minutot 


T,5X * 


5,8X 


0 


4,3% 


15.0% 


0 


□ SO minutot 


8,3« 


1,9X 


0 


7,9% 


30.0% 


0 


□ 10 minutot 


3,2X 


6,8X 


0 


2,1% 


5,0% 


0 


□ Vtrlod longtht 


20,3X 


11,5X 


30,0% 


23,6% 


20,0% 


40,0% 


□ No ^(trrod tongth 


5,5X 


5,8% 


0 


6,4% 


0 


0 



□ Otiiy 


8,3% 


7,7% 


20,0% 


7,9% 


10,0% 


20.0% 


□ Moro thtn one* o wook 


44,7% 


50.0% 


30.0% 


40,0% 


65.0% 


20.0% 


□ Or^otwtok 


15,7% 


26,9% 


10,0% 


10,7% 


25.0% 


20.0% 


□ Lott thtn one* owtik 


5,1% 


0 


10,0% 


7,1% 


0 


0 


□ Monthly 


0.5% 


0 


0 


0,7% 


0 


0 


□ Occttlontlly 


11,1% 


1.9% 


20,0% 


15,7% 


0 


20.0% 



□ Complttt tehool ytar 



□ Eochtomottor 



□ Modular togmontt 



6.6% 



19.2% 



20.7% 



2.0% 


33.3% 


6.5% 


10.5% 


25.0% 


31.4% 


0 


14.5% 


26.3% 


0 


19.6% 


44.4% 


21.0% 


15.8% 


50.0% 



HOW ARE THE PROGRAMS ACTUALLY PUT TOGETHER IN PRODUCTION? 



In 45.4 percent of the operations responding to this survey, content and production 
people are assigned to work on one program series as a coordinated team. The next 
dominant division of responsibilities was for the production staff to work with many 
content groups under the same administrative agency. In 13.4 percent of the cases, 
the production and content people were responsible to different and separate agencies. 



What division of rcsponstblKtlts are there In actually 
translating § concept Into a television program tor In. 
struct ionai use? 



TOTAL 



313 



BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


82 


60 


140 


41 


10 



Q Production end content people are responsible to 
. dilferent end separate agencies 


13.4% 


20.7X 


5. OX 


14.3% 


7,3% 


10.0% 


Q Production statt works with many content groups, 
but eti ere under the same admtnistreilve agency. 


23.6X 


14. 6X 


31. 7X 


22. 9X 


34.15; 


30.0X 


Q No disilnciion (s made between production and con. 
tent people, as the programs ere produced by e 
team ot specialists 


17. 6X 


8.5S 


26.7:; 


20J% 


14.6X 


30.0X 


Q Content and production people are assigned to work 
on one program series together as e coordinated 
teem 


4$.4X 


56.U 


36.7X 


42. U 


43,9X 


30.0X 



in the turvtyt information was eouolit 
on what dfvitlont of rttpontilHIIty oxitt in 
•ctuaily translating a concept into a Mo* 
vision program for inttmetional yet « 



Those who were surveyed were also asked to Indicate how much direction Is 
given to the production staff In actually transferring the Instructional plans Into a 
television program. For slightly over a third of all those responding, no distinction 
is made between the production and the planning so direction Is cumulative from 
the inception of tht concept. However, more respondents from School CCTV facilities 
indicated that an outline of the program Is given to the production staff to visualize 
for television. Of all those responding to the survey. 9.6 percent give a detailed 
narrative script to the production staff. 



How much dIrKtlon It givtn to it>$ production iteft In 
aciueliy trtnsieting tti$ instructlor^el plene into e tele* 
vision program? 


TOTAL 


8DCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


324 


80 


64 


148 


42 


10 


□ Full ipecificetlons of th$ httructtor^t plens ere 
given to tht production itetf 


16. OX 


25.0X 


9.4X 


14.9% 


11. 9X 


lO.OX 


□ Deteiied r^erfetive script It given to the production 
ttetf to ust to visueilte the concepts presented. 


9.6X 


11. 3X 


.1.6X 


7.4X 


23.8X 


0 


□ Outlln* of program Is given tp' the production stelf to 
vIsueiUe for tei«v}slon 


27. ex 


16.3X 


45.3X 


29.7X 


26. 2X 


70.0X 


□ Production responsibilities ere limited to presenting 
only whet tht television teKh«r (or plenning com* 
mittee) has prepered 


11. 7X 


IU3% 


12. 5X 


12. ex 


4.8X 


0 


□ No distinction U m«d« between production and 
• plenning so the direction Is cumuletive from the 
Inception of the concapt 


34.SX 


36.3X 


31.3X 


35. IS 


33. 3X 


20. OX 



35 



It was reported the dominant average life of an instructional television program 
or series Is for an Indefinite period, dependirtg on usability of tape and content 
material. Of those who did Indicate a more definite period, the dominant average 
life wcs reported to t>e three school years. 



WMt tfo you centMtf avtrag* nfe of an tmtructtonai 
t«i«vi«k>A program or utitt 



TOTAL 



339 



□ On« Mhoot ytar / 


5.0X 


□ . Thraa tchoot y«art 


26. 8X 


□ Fivt achool ytara 


10. ox 


Q Smn actool ytart 


0.3X 


□ lnd«fintt« parlod, tftptnding on uublllty of tap* and 
contant malarial 


55.8X 


□ Othtr 


2. IX 



BOCST 


SCHOOL 

_ CCT\Lj 


UNiV 
_CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


93 


68 


145 


43 


10 




2.2X 


7.4X 


4.8X 


9.3X 


lO.OX 


28.0X 


23.SX 


24. 8X 


34.9X 


20. OX 


22. 6X 


•5.9X 


4.8X 


4.7X 


0 


0 


0 


0 


2.3X 


0 


45.2X 


61.8X 


63.4X 


46.5X 


70.0X 


2.2X 


1.5X 


2. IX 


2.3X 


0 



Information about the principal performer on Instructional programs was also 
sought In the survey. The dominant response was by 73.2 percent who Indicated 
that there were no restrictions on who can be the principal performer on Instructional 
programs. Yet. 12.0 percent of all those responding Indlceted that certified teachers 
are required to be used as the principal performer— and 70.0 percent of these were 
from tTPS and Broadcast operations. 



W(«o can b« taiactad to appaar aa ih« principal parformar 
on Inatructtonal progranw uaad in tha achoola a«rvad 
by your ITV oparation? 



□ CanMM taaehart ara raqvlratf to b* uaad m «m 

principal parformtr 



□ CaftWad laacnara f prtfarrad (but not roQutratf) 
to ba uaad aa tba principal porformar 



□ Non-cartlflad, profaaatonal partonnara art pralarrad 
to ba uaad on progiama piannad by cartMad laaehara 



□ No rtatftctlona on wtto can ba tfta princlpat i 
formar on Inatructlonal programa. 



TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNiV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


£ATV 


332 


82 


69 


149 


42 


10 




12.0X 


25.6X 


7.ax 


6.0X 


16.7X 


20.0X 


12.3X 


20.7X 


13.0X 


5.4X 


19.0X 


lO.OX 


2.4X 


3.7X 


2.9?, 


0.7X 


4.8X 


0 


73.2« 


SO.OX 


76. 8X 


B7.9% 


S9.5X 


70.0X 



WHAT OTHER PRODUCTION ASPECTS ARE CONSIDERED IMPORTANT? 



In the survey. Information was sought on the extent color television Is used for 
•n ITV service. 47.5 percent of all those responding fronfi alt types of ITV operations 
reported that no programs were distributed in color. However, a significantly greater 
number of respondents from Broadcast operatlons--41.5 percent of that total re- 
sponding—Indicated that all programs, both locally-produced and natlcnally-acqulred 
are preferred In color. 



Towtw tiiMnt it colof HItvltlon M«d for your rrv 


TOTAL 


SOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNiV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


345 


94 


71 


149 


41 


10 


□ No progfMw art dittribuMtf tn color 


47,5X 


13. 8X 


62.0X 


61 .7X 


56.1X 


ao.ox 


□ Only progrtm» from rtglon«l or Mtlonal nttwork* 
«t dUtrituiotf In color 


14. 5X 


19. IX 


16.9X 


IIM 


9.8X 


lO.OX 


□ Color programs on film or vldoo tap* can b* broad- 
cast but ara not praftrrad ovar mortochroma 


6.1X 


8.5X 


1.4X 


5.4X 


9.8X 


0 


□ Color vldao tapa or film programs ara prafarrad 
ovar monochroma for ttia ;TV sarvica. 


12.5X 


17.0X 


9.9X 


8.7X 


17. IX 


0 


□ All programs, bom iocaitrproducad and nattonally- 
•cqutrad. ara prafarrad to ba dtstrlbutad In color. 


19.4X 


41. 5X j 


9.9X 


12.8X 


7.3X 


lO.OX 



A Similar pattern was seen Ih response to the question that asked to what extent 
color television facilities are available for use in an ITV service. Here. 61.1 percent 
of the Broadcast opeVatlons Indicated full local color origination equipment and 
facilities are available while in CCTV and in ITFS facilities approximately sixty 
percent Indicated that color facilities were not available for producing ITV programs 



To what axtant art color taiavlaJon faeuitlM avaiiabia 
•for ywir ua* In tfia ITV aafvica7 


TOTAL 


0DCST 


SCHOOL 

,CCT!L 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITF5 


CATV 


346 


95 


71 


151 


41 
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□ Color facnitlaa not avaiiabia for ITV programs 


47.4« 


15.8X 


64 .at 


5a.3X 


58.SX 


80.0X 
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26.8X 


17.2X 


31. 7X 


10. OX 


□ Full local color origination aqulpmant and facnitlaa 
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programa. 
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8.5X 


24. 5X 
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lO.OX 



those responding to the survey also were asked to what extent color television 
was used by the schools In Iheir area. 47.0 percent of all responses Indicated that no 
classrooms are equipped for color reception. 36.3 percent Indicated that a few color 
receivers are available In classrooms. This was th^ dominant response from Broadcast 
operaWons where 63.4 percent of those responding Indicated a few color receivers 
available. 



To wtial aUtAt can color lalavlalon tor your nv aaivloa 
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2.2X 


2.8X 
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11.6X 
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□ Oonlknow 
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1.3X 


2.3X 
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Pof tilt 1672 evrvty of ITV Pfog ramwififi 
Practlctt, QPH aMteeed Itself lo ttie 
qrowins conctm for and ibrnUi odor In Itie 
production of ITV programs. 



Ovtrall, it was reportad that 23.1 percent of the clattrooms served by all types 
of ITV operations are equipped for color reception. Among those responding from 
Broadcast operations, it was indicated that an average of 6.2 percent of all possible 
classrooms were now equipped for color. In the School CCTV operations, an average 
of 2S.2 percent of all classrooms are equipped to-receite color programs. 23.3 
percent of the classrooms served by University CCTV operations are equipped for 
color. An average of 20.0 percent of classrooms served by ITFS facilities are 
equipped to receive color ITV programs. 
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The profile of ITV practices required a survey of some of the conditions for the Class- 
room Use of programs in an ITV service. Those surveyed were asked to indicate to what 
extent their responsibilities went beyond producing' and disseminating programs to how 
they are used. 



WHAT DObS THE CUSSROOM TEACHER WANT FROM THE INSTRUCTIONAL TELEVISION SERVICE? 



Those surveyed were asked to Indicate how they felt their ITV service was actually 
belnfl used In the schools. When asked to rank the four ways given to them In the 
survey Instrument, domlnantly Indicated was thai ITV-ls used to give a fuller dimen* 
slon to an educational program that already exists. Ranked second In the overall 
average (and ranked first by respondents from ITFS facilities) was the feeling that 
ITV is used to provide something that Is not now available for teachers to Implement 
their instruction. Ranked lowest by nearly two-thlrds of ait responding was the feeling 
that ITV Is used In the schools to reach an Individual learner directly without relying 
on other Instructional Intervention. 



in coMlMeting the eiirvey. It was leH that 
iniormirtloA abOMt the policies and prac- 
tieet of daeeroofn use of ITV weuM INI- 
cale whet leaehecs want from an ITV eer • 
viee« 
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thiflk mat thty art th« itut trt^utmiy utad ) 
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Those surveyed were asked to Indicate the one way they felt to be the dominant 
policy for Ihe use of TV In the schools of their area. 60.3 percent responded that 
they felt the policy in the school: was to leave ITV's use to the discretion of each 
individual classroom teacher or the Individual student. 6.S percent felt that the 
dominant policy in the schools In their area was that ITV's use Is mandatory by school 
boards, superintendents or by building administrators. Classroom use of ITV left to 
the discretion of curriculum directors or subject area specialists was Indicated as 
the dominant policy In 13.3 percent of the schools. 



The eufvey al«e eoufht li 
whether ITV viewing Is and should be 
made mandatory by school e dm l nto tra i^ o 
policy or left 10 the dlecfeUon of the In- 
dhrldual daaeiooiii teaeheri 
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In their work with the schools in their area, those surveyed wero also asked 
what vie^ ig policy they felt should be urged as the best possible way to Mse the 
programs they offer. Of all those responding. 68.6 percent indicated that the use of 
ITV should be left to the discretion of the classroom teacher or the individual stu* 
dent. 21.3 percent Indicated that ITV*s use should be left to the discretion of 
curriculum directors or subject area specialists who would then impose mandatory 
viewing. 10.2 percent would prefer mandatory use of ITV by school board, super- 
intendent or building administrator dictate. 



lA your work with your schools, what viewing policy do 
you leei shoum be urged as the bttt possibw way to use 
the programs you offer? 
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Q ITV 9 use should be made mandatory. system>wlde. 
by school board or superintendent's dictate. 


6.6% 
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7.5% 


10.0% 


Q Mandatory use ot tTV should be left up to each 
individual building administrator. 
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□ The Viewing of ITV programs should be left to the 
discretion of curriculum directors or subject area 
specialists 
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□ The use of ITV shoutd be left up to the discretion of 
each individual Classroom teacher. 
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62.4X 


61 .6% 
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□ The use ol ITV should be left up to the discretion 
ot each individual student. 


4. as 


6.5% 


2.7% 


4.3% 


7.5% 
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In the survey, it was also felt important to know what portion of the total public 
and non-public school population within the area served by an ITV operation was 
actually exposed to at least one ITV program per week as a planned part of their 
instructional experiences. According to the responses from all \TJ operations com- 
bined, an average of 36.7 percent of the total potential ajdience is actually sen/ed. 
Among those reporting for Broadcast operations, an average of 47.6 percent of the 
potential audience actually receives at least one ITV program per week. 47.8 percent 
of the potential audience of the School CCTV facilities are reached with at least one 
program per week. Of the potential number of students able to be serviced bf 
University CCTV operations, an average of 20.7 percent are actually reached by 
television in any given week. Those responding from ITFS facilities report that 44.8 
percent of their potential audience receives at last one program per week as a 
planned part of their instructional experiences. 

w*<a! ponion ot irte tdtai school peo*jX»on (pUittc and 
t*on pw&itc) ^trr»n your scrvtcc vta is actuaity ctpo5«d 
to ai fMl <y^e iTV program per week as a piamed part 
ot wetf Iftitfvcborta: etperie^eft'* 
Average Number of Students indicated 
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WHAT KIND OP TRAINING IS PROVIDED, AND BY WHOM, 
FOR THE USE OF TELEVISION IN THE CLASSROOM? 



Of the total responding from alt types of. ITV operations. 15.9 percent Indicated 
they provided no in-service training at all. Of those who did provide a training 
program, the dominant way was occasional In-service workshops in ITV utilization. 
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When an In-service ITV utilization training program Is offered through an ITV 
facility, those surveyed were asked who conducts this training. The responsibility 
for conducting these workshops was dominantly placed with special ITV staff utiliza- 
tion people. This response was indicated by a high of 62.1 percent from Broadcast 
operaUons to a low of 41.9 percent from School CCTV faciliUes. 



- ThoM survtytd wtrt asktd If they coii* 
dudtd any organii«d iimrvlct media 
training in ITV for the ttaehtrs using their 
ITV service. 
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Slightly over half of those responding to the survey felt that their ITV service has 
been restricted from attempting new formats or ideas because of lack of adequate 
training of classroom teachers in television's use. At the same time, over two-third 
did not feel that these same restrictions prevented new formats or ideas because of a 
lack of adequate training of their own production or planning staff people. 



Do you tttl your ITV servlct has bt«n rtstricted from 
anempting new formats or ideas because o! a lack of 
adequate training ot classroom teachers In television's 
use' 
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WHAT REUANCE IS PLACED ON SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL 
TO REINFORCE THE PROGRAMS DISSEMINATED BY THE ITV SERVICE? 



In anaiyzing the mponsM to ttm qiMs* 
tlofis that acMreiMed themselm to this 
concern in the survey, it was noted that 
nearly all ITV operations distributed some 
sort of print material to supplement the 
ITV programs they offered. 



Teacher's Guides and Program Schedules were indicated as the kind of supple- 
mental material most frequently distributed. For Broadcast operations and School 
CCTV facilities, slightly more respondents reported distributing Teacher's Guides 
than Program Schedules, whereas for University CCTV and ITFS facilities the pattern 
was reversed. Where Teacher's Guides are distributed, most frequently they are 
compiled individually for each series. Where Program Schedules are used to comple- 
ment the television service, they are most frequently distributed weekly— except 
in Broadcast operations where the dominant frequency of distribution was reported 
to be annually. 



What kind of supplemental material do you d'sirlbute to 
complement your television service? 
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□ Guides for school administrators and curriculum 
directors 



j □ Student guides 



I □ Student workbooks 



Q Individual program rundown sheets 



□ Non*pfint medra materials 



□ Program schedules 
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Those surveyed were also asked what other pririt or non-print material Is provided 
to the classroom teacher to help use the Instructional television programs. The 
dominant material mentioned was mimeographed or printed Instructional material. 
The other non*prlnt media used to complement the television programs showed no 
clear dominance although the distribution of audio tapes was mentioned more fre^ 
quently by alt responding than were slides, films or pictures and flat graphics. 



What other print or non>prlnt material Is provided to the 
Classroom leacher to help use the Instructional television 
program? 
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The survey also sought .Information about how Teacher's Guides (and other 
supplemental material) were distributed to the schools in which the programs were 
used. While most respondents from School CCTV facilities reported they distribute 
material directly to teachers, the dominant way used by other types of operations 
surveyed was to distribute- this material directly to teachers only when they re- 
quested It. 



How are your teacher's guides (and other supplemental 
material) distnbuted to the schools in which the programs 
are used? 
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The cost of this supplemental material Is provided for most often — as reported by 
44.4 percent of those responding — from other funds and no charge Is made to the 
schools or as part of the schools' participation fee In the ITV service. 47.3 percent 
of those reporting for Broadcast operations provide for the cost of this supplemental 
material as a part of the school's participation fee for the ITV service. The other 
types of facilities surveyed most frequently reported other funds are used. 



How Is the cost of this supplemtnia) material you dis* 
tribute provided for? 
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The survey also sought information on what new media devices are now in use 
or are contemplated for use in the schools within an iTV service area. The dominant 
medium currently in use or contemplated use was slant-traclc video recorders. This 
was reported by 88.9 percent of ail thbse responding to the survey. 75.7 percent 
reported that video cassette units (either as playbacl( only or as record/playback 
units) were either now in use or were contemplated for use in the schools. 
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The dominant policy reported by ITV facilities was that they actively encourage 
recording locally-produced programs In the schools for delayed use. While this 
policy was reported by 72.1 percent who responded. 16.3 percent require that per« 
mission be obtained first. One percent of all those who responded actively forbid 
programs from being recorded in the classroom. 



Whst is your policy on rscordmg locallyproductd pro- 
grams tn ths schools for dsisysd uss? 


TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


312 


84 


72 


128 


38 


10 




□ Activ^y sncoursgsd 


72.1X 


69.0X 


77. 8X 


71.9X 


68.4X 


70.0X 


□ Requirs permission first 


16. 3X 


14.3X 


13. 9X 


19.5X 


18.4X 


30. OX 


□ Ignore ths situstlon where it dots hsppen 


5. IX 


10.7X 


2.8X 


1.6X 


7.9X 


0 


□ OiKOursge the prsctics 


5. IX 


6.0X 


2.8X 


5.5X 


5.3X 


0 


□ Actively forbid progrsms from being recorded In 

the cisssroom. 


l.OX 


0 


1.4X 


1.6X 


0 


0 



EvslDSfiod 



The profile of ITV practices required a survey of some of the conditions for the Evalua- 
tion of ITV programs. Those surveyed were asked how much theV know about the results 
of their ITV service. 



IS THERE AN ADEQUATE EVALUATION PUN IMPLEMENTED BY TRAINED PEOPLE? 



Those surveyed were asked to indicate how they assess a program or a series. 
The dominant way indicated wss to assess programs by conducting surveys on fre^ 
quency of use and popularity. This was the dominant way for Broadcast operations, 
as reported being used by 59.6 percent of those responding and the dominant way 
used by 44.9 percent of the School CCTV facilities. However, from the respondents 
In University CCTV facilities and from ITFS operations, programs are more frequently 
assessed on the basis of what the target audience does (how It responds) as a result 
of viewing. Of the 50.3 percent of those responding from University CCTV facilities 
who Indicated this method of assessment, over half reported that tests are admin- 
istered directly to the students. Of the 48.8 percent of those responding from ITFS 
facilities who Indicated this method of assessment, 52.4 percent indicated that 
tests are administered directly to the students. Of all those responding. 13.8 percent 
assess programs only for performance and production standards. 



How it th« tffoctlvfntst ol your (TV Mfvlci asstsstd? 
(Indicttt tho most dominant way you stt to osstss • pro* 
gram or t Mrits) 


TOTAL 


_eocsT 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


341 


94 


69 


145 


43 


10 


□ Programs art assasstd by planning and production 
atati lor spacific* production and ptrtormanca stan> 
dards only. 


13.8X 


11. 7X 


8.7X 


17. 9« 


9.3X 


0 


□ Programs arajissassad by tha raactlons of Quaiifiad 
parsonnal outslda of tha planning and production 
ataff. 


30.8X 


43.3X 


27.5X 


23.4X 


34. 9X 


50.0X 



1 □ Raactlons of axparts on program ptann, 

J mltttasjra^sought foalort dissamination 

I □ Raactlons of axparts In* tha plannad ust 




□ Programs ara atsassad on tha basis ol what tha 
program doas for tha classroom instructional situa* 
tlon by survays on fraquancy ol usa and popularity. 


42.5X 




S9.6X 


44.9X 


27.6X 


44.2X 


20.0X 


□ Programs ara assassad on tha basis ol what tha 
targat audlanca doas (how it rasponds) as a rtsurt 
of vlawlng. 


40.2X 


29.8X 


29.0X 


50.3X 


48.8X 


50.0X 



□ lasts ara admimstarad dlrKtly to tha studants 

□ lasts ara givan to tha taachars to admlntstar 

□ lasts ara madlatad Z a part'^flhawlvlslon" 
program Itsalf. 



_ ^•«»^r.jojn.n.s«r«j,,r^^^^ thaatudants \ j^^, i \46, 4% 1 35. 0% \ SO, 7X \B2. « j 40, 0% \ 

\\ II r 1 1 1 < 



; 8.6% I \ 7.2% \20.0% ; $,e% \ 4.8% I 0 J 



The survey sought Information ai>out how 
tho tfrtctlvtnost of tho ITV servlco was 
atstsstd 



For all types of ITV facilities, the using classroom teachers most frequently 
conduct program assessments— as reported by 64.4 percent of those responding to 
the survey. 1.2 percent indicated that they also use community groups to assess 
the programs. Another way often used (but significantly less frequently than asking 
the classroom teachers to assess the programs) was assessment by the production 
and planning team. This was reported by 21.6 percent of all those responding. 



Who conducts tht progrtm tsmtrntntt for you? 


TOTAL 


BOCST 


dbriUUL 
CCTV 


UNt V 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


337 


91 


70 


146 


1 ^2 


10 


□ A Mpar«it ovtluaiion ptrson or tttff Mtotm tho 

programs 


10. 5X 


14.72 


7.12 


8.22 


11.92 


0 


□ Tht using citssroom totchtrs tsstu th« progrtms 


64.4X 


68.42 


71 .4X 


58.92 


64.32 


70.02 


□ Th« ttltvislon ttKhcr tSMtm tht progrtms 


14. 9X 


7.42 


17.12 


21.22 


14.32 


50.02 


□ Th* production tnd pitnning tttm tsmttt tht 
program^ 


21.62 


25.32 


10.02 


23.32 


28.62 


30.02 


□ Mtmbtrs o! tht ttltvislon sitft not dirtctty Invotvtd 
with tht pttnning tnd production of tht progrtms 
do tht tsstssmtnl 


4.73; 


7.42 


2.92 


3.42 


7.12 


10.02 


□ Conttnt trtt sptcltllsts. not dtrtctly Involvtd with 
tht pitnning tnd production of tht progrtms. do 
tht tsstssmtnt 


10.82 


12.62 


15.72 


7.52 


9.52 


10.02 


□ "School tdminlstrtiors tsstss tht progrtmt 


9.32 


17.92 


8.62 


3.42 


9.52 


0 


□ Community groups tsstss tht progrtms 


1.22 


2.22 


0 


0.72 


2.42 


0 



WHO HAS TO BE SATISFIED WITH THE RESULTS OF ANY EVALUATION EFFORT? 



Except for Broadcast operations, all other facilities most often reported they 
were directly responsible to a single local school district or university In the conduct 
of their ITV service. Most frequently mentioned by those responding from Broadcast 
operations was the responsibility to a council or consortium of several school districts. 



Related to this question of evaluatfont 
the survey sought information on where 
the ITV service reeelved Its m«|or portion 
of operatino funds and to whom the opera* 
tlon was directly responsible in the eon* 
duct of tht ITV service. 



To whom Is your optrttton dirtctiy rttponslbtt In tht 
conduct of tht ITV strvlct? 



□ 


OlrtctJy rtspontlbit to tht ttitvMon sUtlon mtr»> 
tg«m«nt 


□ 


Dirtctiy rtsponstbit to a tingtt iocti school diitrfct 


□ 


Dirtctty rtspontlbit to • council or consortium of 
ttvtrti school dlttricts 


□ 


Dirtctiy rtjponsibit to tht Sutt Otptifntnt of Edu* 
cation 


□ 


Dirtctty rtspontlbit to th« Suit Public/ Educttiontl 
BrotdCMttng Authority 



TOTAL 




80CST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNiV 
CCTV 


ITPS 


CATV 


339 




92 


69 


146 


42 


10 



14.7X 


23. 9X 


8.7X 


10.3X 


19.0X 


lO.OX 




14«1X 


76.8X 


20.5X 


AZM 


60.0X 


12. IX 


33.7X 


5.8X 


1.4X 


9.5% 


0 . 


4.4X 


14. IX 


1.4X 


1.4X 


0 


10. OX 


0.9X 


2.2X 


0 


0.7X 


0 


0 



*Host of these responses from University 
CCTV facilities Indicate responsibility 
to a university or department within a 
university. 
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The same pattern evolved In considering where the ITV service receives Its 
major portion of operating funds. 37.9 percent of the Broadcast operations reported 
their operating funds came from membership fees paid by schools to a council or 
consortium of ITV Interests. The dominant source reported for all other types of 
ITV facilities surveyed was from a single school system or Institution of higher 
education. 



From wt)«r* do«t your ITV Mrvtc* i«c«lvt Its mahr 
portion ol op«rttlng (uf>di? 


1 

TOTAL j 


SDCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNfV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


340 I 


95 


69 


144 


42 


10 


□ From tht ttatloA'i (•n«ral tourctt of support with 
no ilngit lourco Momifitd •poclficsiry tor ITV 


9M 


8.4X 


4.3X 


13.9X 


4.8X 


10. ox 


□ From ■ linglt school sytlom 




16 .8X 


76.8X 


63.9t 


69.0X 


70.0X 


□ From momborthip (m paid by schools to ■ coun* 
cll or consortium o( ITV InttrMts 


14. IX 


Z7M 


7.2X 


0J% 


14.3X 


0 


□ Oiroctly from tht Stst* Oopartmont o( Educatlofl 


6.5X 


17.93t 


2.9X 


2.8X 


0 


lO.OX 


□ From a ptrt of th« butfo«t o( tht Stsit l>ubllc/Edu* 
cstlont] Tsltviston Authority 


4.U 


9.5X 


0 


2.15£ 


AM 


0 


□ From olhtr sourcts 


12. IX 


9.5X j 


8.73£ 


16.7X 


7.W 


lO.OX 



Tfiott turvtytd wm asictd on what 
batit the tfftctivtntts of a ttltyTtion pro* 
gram is madt by thtir ITV staff and how 
they think it should bo made. Tht respond* 
ants were asked to list in rank order of 
Importance the ways listed in the survey 
instrument— leaving blank any way listed 
they did not feet was Important or that 
they did not use. The responses were tabu* 
lated In two ways: first, by the number who 
considered the factor at all; then by the 
average rank order of those who did use 
the method listed to evaluate the programs. 



RAf^K ORDER 
or ACTUAL 
PRACTICE 



75. ox 


Bi.ZX 


(5) 


W 



m.6% 
I (3) 



75.9SS 
(6) 



1 80.512 
i (5) 



In actual practice, assessment of programs by the ITV ?taff on the basis of Content 
Appropriateness was the way most frequently used In all types of ITV facilities 
responding. Assessing the programs on the basis of Content Appropriateness was 
also ranked first in importance In actual practice by all types of ITV facilities respond- 
ing. Listed as least frequently used was by Measured Audience Responses as a result 
of viewing. Assessing programs by the feeling of the producer that the best job 
possible was done with what there was to work with w^s ranked last In importance. 
Assessment on the basis of Cost was also used infrequently and ranked second to 
last in importance. 

When asked to indicate what practice of program assessment was preferred by 
the ITV staff; with two exceptions, the pattern of responses was essentially the same 
as that in actual practice. One exception was noted in using Measured Audience 
Responses to assess programs. In actual practice, this was was reported to be used 
by 71.2 percent of those responding to the survey which placed it last among the 
nine ways listed in the survey instrument. However, this method of assessment moved 
to among the top three factors when 83.2 percent reported they would prefer that 
their ITV staffs use Measured Audience Responses in assessing programs. The other 
exception noted was in using the Adequacy of Instruction for the individual student 
to assess the effectiveness of a program. In actual practice. 81.2 percent of those 
responding Indicated using this method— which placed It sixth among the nine ways 
listed. However, 92.6 percent of those responding indicated they* would prefer this 
method be used by their ITV staff to assess program effectiveness— which placed it 
second among the nine ways listed. 



On what b»U It tht «ffftctN«n«» of « t«ltvt»lon ptO' 
grim m«d« by your ITV »t«lt. and ttow do you think H 



RANK ORDER 
OF PREFERRED 
PRACTICE 





ITFS 


i UNIV 
CCTV, , 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


8DCST 


XOTAL 
309 


8 


38 


134 


53 


87 




37. 5X 
(1) 


92. IX 
(I) 


92. 5X 
(I) 


96. 6X 
(I) 


94. 3X 
(I) 


93 .9X 
(I) 



TOTAL 


BDCSf 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


310 


87 


58 


135 


38 


8 



Conttit ApproprUttn«» 



93. 5X 
(I) 



94. 3X 


89. 7S 


93. 3X 


97 .4X 


87, 5X 


(2) 


(1) 


(1) 


(I) 


(2) 



81.6% 



Production «ntf pr«stnt«t!on t«ch* 
nt')u«» ustd 



82. 2X 
(5) 



62. 5S 


81.62 


80.6% 


70.7% 


73. 6S 


77. 3S 


(7) 


(8) 


(8) 


(7) 


(8) 


(8) 



80.5% 
(5) 


85.8% 
(7) 


85.8% 
(4) 


86.8% 
W 


'5.0% 
(5) 





87.5% 
(4) 


84.2% 
(6) 


82.8% 
(5) 


77.6% 
(5) 


75.9% 
(6) 


79.9% 
(6) 




87.5% 
_(6) 


86.8% |82.8% 
(3) j (4)* 


81.0% 
(4) 


77.0% 
(4) 


81.2% 
(3) 






100% 
(3) 


89.5% 
(2) 


83.6% 
(2) 


96.6% 

(Z) 


87.4% 
(2) 


87.4% 
(2) 




62.5% 
(9) 


78.9% 
(7) 


70.1% 
(9) 


67.2% 
(8) 


71.3% 
(7) 


71.2% 
(7) 




100% 
(Z) 


86.8% 
(5) 


79.9% 
(7) 


87.9% 
(3) 


86.2% 
(3) 


83.5% 
(5) 




75.0% 
(8) 


68.4% 
(9) 


84.3% 
(6) 


65.5% 
(9) 


62.1% 
(9) 


72.8% 
(9) 



Cost 


74. 4t 

(8) 


71. 3X 

(8) 


65.55; 
(8) 


78.4« 
(9) 


88.9% 
(8) 


62. 5X 
(8) 




Ouittty ot performance by tht ttit- 
vision teacher 


77. 7X 
(6) 


75.9X 
(6) 


72.4X 
(5) 


78.4X 

(6) 


82.45; 
(5) 


62.55; 
(7) 




Adequacy ot instruction for tht Indi- 
vidual student 


92. 6X 

(2) 


88.5% 
(1) 


89. 7X 
(2) 


95. 5X 

(2) 


97. 4X 

(2) 


lOOX 
(I) 




Acceptance by tht classroom teacher 


82. 3X 
(4) 


80.5% 
(4) 


91.4% 

(3) 


79. 3X 
(5) 


84.25; 
(6) 


87.55; 
(3) 




Measured audience responses at a 
result of viewing 


(3) 


98.9X 

(3) 


98.3X 
(4) 


97.0X 

(3) 


97 .4X 

(3) 


lOOX 
(4) 






Extent ot actual use 


80. 3X 
(7) 


79. 3X 
(7) 


79.2% 
(6) 


80.0X 
(7) 


86. 8X 
(7) 


87. 5X 
(6) 




Feeling of producer that tht btst Job 
possible was dona w\'J\ what thtrt 
was to work with 


66. Q% 
(9) 


57. 5X 
(9) 


56.92 
(9) 


75. 6X 

(8) 


71. U 
(9) 


62.5% 
(9) 



Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used 

(Average Rank of Importance When Used) (Average Rank of Importance When Used) 
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In actual practice, assessment of the programs In ttie sctiools by ttieir Acceptance 
by Classroom Teachers was indic&tea by 93.7 percent of those responding. A close 
second In the way respondents felt their ITV programs were actually assessed was on 
the basis of Content Appropriateness — as indicated by 92.1 percent of those respond- 
ing to the survey. Assessment on the basis of Measured Audience Response was the 
le£St frequent way In actual practice. The second lowest ranked method of assess- 
ment was by the feeling of the teachers that the best job possible was done with 
wh£t there was to work with. 

When asked to Indicate what practice of program assessment the respondents 
preferred to be used in the schools, the pattern of responses shifted slightly; but 
was significantly different In only two ways. The first exception was In using Mea- 
sured Audience Responses to assess programs In the schools. In actual practice, 69.6 
percent of the respondents Indicated this way was actually practiced In the schools 
while 82.9 percent preferred that It would be used. It*s rank of Importance changed 
from seventh In actual practice to third In preferred practice. Acceptance by the 
classroom teacher as a way that programs are assessed ranked first In actual practice 
by 93.7 percent of those responding. In preferred practice, however, those Indicating 
this method should be used dropped to 85.7 percent of the total— which placed Its 
rank order of Importance as fourth. 



Tho$« tiirvtytd were also asked en what 
basis the effectiveness of a television pro- 
gram Is made In the schools and how they 
think It should bo made. The reepondonis 
were atked to list In tank order of Im* 
portanco the ways listed in the survey 
Instrument— leaving blank any way listed 
they did not feel was important or that 
they thought was not being used in the 
schools. The responses wero tabulated In 
two ways: first, by the number who con- 
sidered the factor at all; then by the Mver* 
age rank order of those who did uso the 
method listed to evaluate programs by 
their ITV staff. 



RANK OAOEA 
OF ACTUAL 
PRACTICE 



On what tasis Is th« t tftclfvtnMs of t tttcvltton pro- 
gram madt In ih% $cnoois, and N>«^ do you (Mnk \ti\t 
assts»m«ni thowli b« madt? 



RANK ORDER 
OF PREFERRED 



CATV 


ITFS_ 


UNIV 
CCTV 


SCKOOL 
CCTV 


BOCS'' 


TOTAL 




TOTAL 




BOCST 


SCKOOL 
CCTV 


1 UNtV 
1 CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


6 


33 


96 


54 


76 


253 




252 


75 


54 


96 


33 


6 




























lOOX 
(1) 


90. 9X 
(1) 


92.7X 
(1) 


92 M 
(2) 


92. IX 

(2> 


92. U 
(2) 




Content Approprlattncss 




92. U 
(1) 




90.7X 

(2) 


90.7X 
(1) 


92.8% 
(1) 


97. OX 
(1) 


lOOX 
(2) 



83. 3X 


84. 8X I80.2X 


70.4X 


76. 3X 




77.5X 


(5) 


(5) ( (5) 


(6) 


(6) 




(6) 



66. 4X 


81. 8X 


79. 2X 


61.15 


65. 8X 


71. 9X 


(7) 


(8) 


(6). 


(9) 


(9) 


(8) 



lOOX 


84. 8X 


87. 5X 


77. 8X 


82.9:: 




83.4X 


(3) 


(4) 


(3) 


(3) 


(3) 




(3) 



83. 3X 


93. 9X 


86. 5X 


74. IX 


77. 6X 




82.2X 


(4) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(4) 




(4) 



lOOX 


90. 9X 


92. 7X 


94.4X 


96. IX 




93 .7X 


(2) 


(2) 


(2) 


(1) 


(1) 




(1) 



Production and presentation tech* 
niQue$ used 



Cost 



Quality ot performance and expertiM 
of TV teacher 



Adequacy of Instruction for the lndi. 
vidual student 



Acceptance by the ctassroom teacher 



80. 6X 
(8) 



71. 8X 
(7) 



82. 2X 
(5) 



90.9X 
(2; 



85.75 
(4) 



80.0X 


70. 4X 


82. 3X 


90.9X 


66. 4X 


(5) 


(7) 


(6) 


(5) 


(6) 



66. 4X 


59. 3X 


78.1x1 84.8X 


66. 4X 


(8) 


(8) 


(8) 1 (8) 


(7) 



80.0X 


75.9J! 


85. 6X 


87. 9X 83. 3X 


(6) 


(5) 


(5) 


(6) 1 (4) 



Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used 
(Average Rank of Importance When Used) 



90.7X 


87. OX 


91. 7X 


97 .OX 


lOOX 


(1) 


(2) 


(2) 


(2) 


(1) 



84.0X 


87. OX 


84. 4X 


90. 9X 


83. 3X 


(4) 


(3) 


(4) 


(4) 


(3) 



66.4X 
(6) 


84. 8X 
(7) 


74 .OX 

(8) 


63. OX 
(7) 


61. 8X 
(7) 


i69.6S 
1 


Measured audience responu» as « 

result of viewirt^ 


82. 9X 
(3) 


78. 7X 
(3) 


'75. IX 
(4) 


89. 6X 
(3) 


84. 8X 
(3) 


66. 4X 

(5) 




66.4X 

(8) 


87. 9X 
(6) 


75. OX 
(9) 


77. 8X 
(4) 


78. 9X 

(5) 


78.7X 
(5) 


Extent ot actual us« 


76. 2X 
(6) 


73. 3X 
(7) 


74. IX 

(6) 


76. OX 
(7) 


84. 8X 
(7) 


66.4X 








83. 2X 

(9) 


72. 7X 

(9) 


78. IX 
(7) 


63. OX 

(8) 


63. 2X 

(8) 


69.6X 
(9) 


Feettrt9 of teichers that lh« t>esl (ob L.. . | 
possible was done witi what Utere • | "7 •?* 
was to work with j | (9) 


61. 3X 

(9) 


50.0X 
(9) 


72. 9X 

(9) 


78.8X 
(9) 


66. 4X 



Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used 
(Average Rank of Importance When Used) 
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WHAT PROCEDURES ARE USED TO EVALUATE A PROGRAM? 



Those surveyed were ssked how they found out Information about a program 
after It had been used. When combined for the total responses for all types of ITV 
facilities* 70.4 percent indicated they relied on the teactions of qualified personnel; 
54.9 percent indicated they used survey forms to get this informrtlon; and 21.6 - 
percent indicated this information was obtained by an assessment of audience 
responses In the form of tests. 

The dominant way used by Broadcast operations was by survey forms sent out 
annually for all programs. The (dominant way used by School CCTV facilities was a 
dependence on the reactions of a teacher planning committee review. University CCTV 
and ITFS facilities also depended on the reactions of qualified personnel more 
frequently than any other way reported, but more often used the television teacher 
and producer to review the programs. 



Now do you firtd out Infermtttoo about • pro^tm ofiof 
it hot boon Mod? 

(indfeoto botow tho moot domlnont wty you mo to 0Ot 

this InfotmotlOA.) 


TOTAL 




BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


324 


95 


64 


132 


43 


10 


□ SurvoyFonno 


54.9X 






54.7% 


35.6% 


58.1% 


70.Q% 



*\P0re€nt of Tho$e Indicating Thie Beepcnee 

-jl ;i T T 1 ^1 

□ SoAl out annuoity for oil programo ]\44.9% t\6S*3% 140,0% \17.0% *40.0% \ 42,9% 



□ Sont out woohfy lor all pngnm 



j 2,6% \ 2.9% \ d.S% \22.0% j 0 



\^7*7% |3tf,35 \42,6% \2€,0% I 28.6% 



□ SoAt out onty tor tpocifie toioctod pfograiM jj22.5X 



□ Auowmoftt of Audtonco fWtponooo (TmU) 



21.6% 



24.2% 


17.2% 


19,7% 


23.3% 


0 



uPercent of Thoee Indicating Thie Beeponee 



1^2,9% 



□ Pro*tottod OA tareol audtoflco bofora 
nation 



^ ^ ^. 

\39.2% \28.2% I 7.7% ^30.0% \ 
.1 L , 



□ Tottod on tompio tareol oudionco attar dta* lin, 
^__^_»omlna][o« _ \i25.7% 

I □ TMtfnatoS"Iofi~o\HMlVcla»rooi^^ • 

j o^torJhomjoadmlnl^totiiOUrBolau^ 1*26.2% 127.3% \50.0% tJO.0% \ 

j □ Tattl ara broadca»T m a part ol ttta^^pregrMt t !,7 3« • 7 7« i "/TT/f VTm"^ J^V."! " ' 

j " Haoil i*n.4% jt^8.7% I 9.2% \ 7,7%t^30.0%\ 0 



< 7- 

l2i.7X \4S.S% \23.2% \20.0% • 0 



□ Oopondonco on tho foaetlona «( qualMad poraonnol 



70.4X 



62.1% 



70.3X 



88.0t 



65.1% 



70.0% 



□ Toact>ar nonniAQ Commttlao rovlow 

□ Tolovtelon loaetior rovlow only 

□ ^odueor rovlow only 

□ Tolovtolon loaehor and producor laviaw 



*tPevc9nt of Those Indicating Thie Beeponee 

li- r 1 1 , ' 

J54.2X *28.9% \27.S% \28.6% \ 24.3% 



\\30.7% 

"•l 

\i 9.2% 



[ 6.8% [22.2% I S.8% i2S.0%i24.3% 



2.8% 



^ y. , 

1 2.7% I 2.2% I 2.5% : 0 ' 24.3% 



\\36.8% 



□ TalovWon loaehor and/orVoducorTiaMr^ ! 

vlaltationt. \\23.2% 



I'll 
l28.6% 124.4% \S3.4% i32.2%* 28,6% 
I X 4. a 

I 6.8% \26,7% \22.6% \ 7. 2%* 24.3% 



The factor domlnantly Indicated by Broadcast .operations. University cCTV and 
ITFS facilities was Accurate and Adequate Content Treaiment. Slightly more re- 
spondents from School CCTV facilities listed Acceptance by Teachers than they did 
Content Treatment. However, in analyzing the data from all responses, the difference 
In relative rank order of these two factors Is not significant. Actual Measured Learning 
Gains, 8s a factor considered Important In deciding to continue an ITV series, was 
Indicated by 67.4 percent of those responding which placed It sixth out of the ten 
ways listed. 

Of those who Indicated any of the ten factors were Important In making these 
decisions. Accurate and Adequate Content Treatment and Acceptance by Teachers 
were ranked almost the same as the dominant factor considered. Ranking last In 
importance In all ITV facilities responding was the factor of the Cost of the program 
series. 



Whit ftctort would you confttf«r Important In maM;tg • 
tftcitlon to InltlWy ut« a n«w ttritt or to continut 
using tn •$ublls^fd strln? 

(Rtnk th« tottowing factors In ordar of Importancf. |«av- 
Ing blank thoM factors you faaf ara Ml important to 
maMng your dacltlon.) 
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□ 



Ac»pMnc« by WKh*f* 



78. U 

(2) 



□ 



Accaptanca by curriculum or planning commtttat 



66. OX 
(4) 



80CST 


SCHOOL 
CCfV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


97 


74 


152 


43 


10 




80.4X 
(3) 


79.7X 
(1) 


75.7X 
(3) 


81.4X 

(2) j 


90.0X1 
(1) 




82. 5X 
(1) 


56.8X 
(5) 


59.9X 
(4) 


65.1x1 60.0x1 

(5) 1 (aH 



Aecurata tnd atfaquata contant traatmant 


84.8% 

(1) 


89.7X 
(2) 


78.4X 
(2) 


84.2X 
(1) 


8e.4X 

(1) 


90.0x1 

1 1 


r-1 Popularity, baiad on tDa aitant and numbar of 
■ f uting clauroomi 


60. IX 
(7) 


73. 2X 
(6) 


58. IX 
(8) 


1 50. 7X 
j (8) 


67. 4X 
(4) 


60. OX 
(7) 


Actual maaturad laaming galna 


67.4X 
(3) 


71. IX 
(4) 


66.2X 
(3) 


68. 4X 

1 


60. 5X 
(3) 


80. OX 
(4) 


n Oagra« of favorabla. untoticltad roKtlont from 
i I taachafi 


53.9X 
(9) 


54. 6X 
(9) 


55.4X 
(7) 


53. 3X 
(9) 


51.2X 
(9) 


50.0X 
(6) 




59.6X 
(10) 


59.8X 
(10) 


50. OX 
(10) 


61. 8X 
(10) 


67.4X 
(10) 


60. OX 
(10) 


TaehnfctI quality of th« vldaolap« 


68.3X 
(8) 


64.9X 
(8) 


62. 2X 
(6) 


73. OX 
(7) 


69.8X 
(8) 


70.0X 
(8) 


rn Adaquacy of production and pratantatlon tach* 
1 f nlquot 


68. 8X 
(6) 


74. 2X 

(7) 


55. 4X 
(9) 


70.4X 
(6) 


72. IX 
(7) 


60. OX 
(9) 


Q How currant th« lubjact matlar and traatmoAt la 


75. 6X 

(5) 


80.4X 
(5) 


73. OX 
(4) 


73. 7X 

(5) 


74. 4X 

(6) 


70. OX 

(5) 



ThOM turvtyed mm aelctil what fwton 
tfwy would consider Important In maMng a 
decision to continue using an established 
series or to Initially uao a now torlet. The 
respondents were aslcod to rank the ten 
factors listed in the aurvey instrument In 
order of .importance, leaving tMank thoee 
factors they felt ara not Important to 
making this decision. The lesponee a to 
thia question were tabulated in two ways: 
first, by the number of those who indicated 
the factor was considered at all in making 
thia decision; and than by the average 
rank order of thoee who did indicate that 
the factor was Important and was used. . 



Percent of Those Indicating Factor Used 
(Average Rank of Importance When Used) 



ERLC 
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The sun/ey also sought Information about whether locally-produced programs are 
pretested and changed If necessary before dissemination for use In the classroom. 
Nearly half of the respondents Indicated that programs are not pretested before 
dissemination. Among those responding from Broadcast operations, however* the 
dominant response— as Indicfted by 45.8 percent of that group— was that programs 
are reviewed by staff members before 'dissemination and changed according to 
their reactions and comments. The least frequent way used was reported by the 
13 8 percent who indicated that programs are validated by testing with students and 
revised until the desired response is consistently achieved. 



Aft th« profiramt you locauy product pr*^lM1*d and 
Ch*n9*d bf for* e:tMmin«1ion for utf In th« classroom? 


TOTAL 


eocsT 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNtV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


320 


83 


65 


142 


40 


10 


□ Programt ar* not proMMltd btforo dlttmlnallon 


47 .8% 


33. 7X 


53.8X 


53.5% 


42.5% 


30.0% 


□ Programs ara mtt d btfora dlsstminHion. tut ara 
not changtd as a rtsutt 


3.4? 


2.4% 


6.2% 


2.1% 


5.0% 


0 


□ Programs art ravitwtd by staff mt mbt rs bt fcra d»>» 
stmfnalion and changed according io thair rtacllons 
and commtnis 


34.75; 


45 .8X 


32.3% 


29.6% 


40.0% 


60.0% 


□ Programs ara vaildattd by tasting with studtnts and 
ffvtsad until tht dtslrad rtsponsa Is consisltnlly 
achiavtd 


13.85; 


18.1% 


6.2% 


14.8% 


12.5% 


10.0% 



Those surveyed were also fsked h6w much Influence the results of any audience 
popularity surveys or program effectiveness evaluations have on programming de* 
cisions. .The rcsponoes to this question varied greatly depending on the type of ITV 
facility reporting. From those responding for Broadcast operations, the dominant 
influence was seen In the 34.6 percent of the group who indicated that all program* 
ming decisions are based directly on the result of program evaluations. This way 
was also the dominant Influence among those from School CCTV facilities where 
36.2 percent of that group Indicated using program evaluations directly. From those 
responding for ITFS facilities, the dominant influence was that all programming 
decisions are based directly on the results of audience surveys, as Indicated by 34.2 
percent of that group. Of those responding for University CCTV facilities, 39.3 percent 
Indicated the dominant influence on programming decisions was program evaluations, 
but audience surveys are also conducted. 



How much Inttuaflca do 1K« rasuMs ol any audltnca 
turvay or program avaluallon hav* on programming 
dacltiont? 


TOTAL 




eocsT 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


320 




81 


58 


107 


38 


' 10 
















□ Audlanca survtys ara conduclad but tha rtsuils a^a 
not usad In making program daclslont 


9.5% 




3.7% 


5.2% 


14.0% 


13.2% 


0 


□ Audlanea survtys ara consldarad but not program 
•valuations 


5.8% 




4.9% 


1.7% 


7.5% 


7.9% 


0 


□ All programming dactsiont basad diractty on tha 
rasuitt of audiar^a survays 


18.2% 




24.7% 


17.2% 


7.5% 


34.2% 


10.0% 


□ Program avaiuatlons consldarad but not audlar^a 
survays 


31.4% 




23.5% 


36.2% 


39.3S 


23.7% 


50.0% 


□ AH programming dacisloru foasad directly on tha 
rasuHs of program avaiuattona 


28.8% 




34.6% 


36.2% 


26.2% 


15.8% 


40.0% 


□ Program avaiuatlons am coAductad but tha rasults 
f not usad In mailing program dactsiona. 


3.6% 




2.5% 


3.4% 


4.7% 


2.6% 


0 



ITV practitioners were also asked how they determine what should be changed 
in their productions as a result of any survey conducted or any assessment of 
effectiveness made. The dominant way reported by all typ^s of ITV facilities respond- 
ing was by the suggestions of classroom teachers. Test results of student responses 
was the second most frequent way as reported by 22.3 percent of the respondents. 



How do yog dtttrmint wMt »7tould b9 in yowr 

productioftt M • rttult of ony conduclod turvty Of m- 
mtmont of tfltctlvtnott? 



TOTAI, 


BOCST 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


319 


84 


64 


139 


42 


10 



□ SuggMiioAt of vtlng ctattroom MKhtrt 


39.SX 




64.1S 


36.6% 


38.12 


50.02 


□ SuggMiioi>t by ^AAMAg committM momttrt 


16.32 


27. 4X 


15.62 


9.42 


19.02 


20.02 


□ SuggottloAt tf Khool •dminlttrotort or tvptrvitort 


4.12 


7. IX 


6.32 


0.72 


4.82 


0 


□ Suggotilont by t«itvf«ion tticfior ood/or producor 


17. 9X 


10.72 


7.as 


27.32 


16.72 


20.02 


□ Tott rt»uttt of ttudont rotpentM 


22. 3X 


26.22 


6.32 


26.62 


21.42 


10.02 



The dominant frequency of staff assessment, reported for all facilities except 
Broadcast operations, was the total of 27.4 percent who Indicated staff assessment 
was made after each program. Of those responding for Broadcast operational, the 
25.3 percent who conducted annual staff assessments, represented the dominant 
frequency for that group. 

The responses for how frequently assessment of programs Is sought from the 
users did not follow such a uniform pattern. 42.6 percent of those responding for 
Broadcast operations reported annual user assessment of programs. In School CCTV 
facilities, the dominant frequency was Indicated by the 34.3 percent of the group 
who sought user assessment after each program. Seeking assessment only occa- 
sionally for special reports, etc., was Indicated as dominant by those responding 
from University CCTV facllltles.'Seeking user assessments each semester was Indi- 
cated by 34.9 percent of those responding from ITFS facilities and represented the 
dominant frequency for that group. 



The survey sought infofmation on how 
frequently asstumtnt of programs art 
made by the ITV staff and how frequently 
these assessments are sought from the 
users of the programs. 



How frtQuonity it on •tt#»»mtnt ol th« progromt taught 
from tho u««rt) 



How frtqutntiy it tn ttttttrnfAt of ttto progromt mtdo 
by yovr ttttt? 



CATV 


ITFS 


UNiV 
CCTV 


SCHOOL 
CCTV 


6DCST 


TOTAL, 




TOTAL 


BDCST 


SCHOOl 
CCTV 


UNIV 
CCTV 


ITFS 


CATV 


10 


43 


146 


70 


94 


343 


339 


91 


70 


145 


43 


10 


50.02 


11.62 


24.72 


34.32 


12.82 


21.02 


Afttrttch profrtm 


27.42 


17.62 


24.32 


34.. SX 


32.62 


40.02 


0 


0 


0.72 


2.92 


2.12 


1.52 


Otiiy 


1.22 


1.12 


:.42 


1.42 


0 


0 


0 • 


4.72 


0.72 


1.42 


i.is 


1.52 




5.62 


8.82 


4.32 


3.42 


9<32 


10.02 


10.02 


4.72 


0.72 


4.32 


5.32 


2.92 




5.32 


9.92 


8.62 


1.42 


4.72 


10.02 


20.02 


34.92 


29.52 


12.92 


30.92 


27.42 


t$cH iomottor 


18.32 


19.82 


11.42 


ie.92 


30.22 


0 


0 


30.22 


8.22 


20.02 


42.62 


23.92 




17.42 


25.32 


22.92 


11.02 


11-.62 


10.02 


10.02 


14.02 


31.52 


22.92 


4.32 


20.72 


Only ocCMloAAtty 


21.82 


16.52 


24.32 


27.62 


11.62 


30.02 


10.02 


0 


4.12 


1.42 


1.12 


2.02 


Novtr 


2.92 


1.12 


2.92 


4.82 


0 


0 
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itms QcnclBsicns Abcvt This Repcpt 



The idea of this national survey came from the initial desire to know how in- 
structional television programs were evaluated— to get some idea of what consti- 
tuted a "good ITV program". 

In drafting a survey instrument to seek out this information, it was soon realized 
that Evaluation did not and can not stand in isolation from the Planning. Production 
and Classroom Use of the material. It can not. indeed, stand In isolation from the 
complete context of ITV Design. 

The total data yield from the survey that finally resulted provides for a rather 
complete analysis of ITV programming practices in the United States. Only a part 
of the implications of this survey can be inferred from the data included in this report. 

The full survey data, including the complete breakdown of responses to the 
questions from each type of facility and from each of the ten geographic areas 
reporting is available from ERIC Clearinghouse on Educational Media and Tech- 
nology at Stanford. 

Use the results of this national survey in your attempts to continue to improve 
your service to children in our schools through your ITV facility. 

Additional copies of this full report can be obtained from Great Plains National 
Instructional Television Library, P.O. Box 80669, Uncoln, Nebraska, 68501 They 
cost $1.65 each. 

Dr. C. Edward Csnrert 
Research & Development 
Great Piains National 



TWO NEW COMPANION PUBUCATIONS FOR DESIGNING MEDIATED INSTRUCTION NOW AVAILABLE 



Please send me sets of the GPU Instructional Send to: 

Design Materials at the special pre-publication price 

of $13,95 each .>.>w...................... $ 



Additional copies of An Approach to ttio Otsign of 

Mediated Instruction @ $10.95 $ Bill tO: 

Additional copies of Procedural Guidelinet for the 
Design of Mediated Instruction @ $3.95 $ 



TOTAL $. 



• All orders under $10 must bt pre-paid or accompanftd by a purchase ordtr. 
•A $t handling chargt will bt added to all order* that must be billed. 



PUCE 
STAMP 
HERE 



ERIC 



AECT PUBLICATIONS 

Department G102 
1201 16th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20036 



